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Various Interpretations

Factors unfavorable and favorable to German uriéina

German Revolution From 1815 t01848

German Revolution From 1848 t01871

Explain the initial success and ultimate failure othe revolts which broke out
in 1848 German Confederation.

Discuss the causes and significance of the 1848 @an Revolution.

To what extent were the revolutions in Germany leetw1848 and 1850 motivated
by liberalism and nationalism?

Discuss the significance of the 1848 Revolution&armany and the Hapsburg
Empire.

Give an account of the obstacles to German unificain and explain how these
unfavorable elements were removed in the course @erman unification
movement.

Discuss the role of Bismarck in the unificationGérmany by 1871.

What were the aims and means of Bismarck’s forgigiicy between 1862 and
18717 How did he contribute to the unification afr@any by 1871?

Give an account of the stages by which Bismarclkugino Germany under the
Prussian crown.

Discuss the role of economic development of Pruediae German Unification by
1871.

Trace the formation of Zollverein and discuss its entribution to German
unification.

Evaluate the importance of the Zollverein in theveraent for German unification
Discuss the Schleswig-Holstein Question and its oolthe German Unification by
1871.

Account for the outbreak of the Austro-Prussian \Afaat discuss its significance.
“Nationalism and liberalism went hand in hand.” Discuss the validity of this
statement with reference to the Italian and Germarunification movement in
the 19" century.

“Nationalism and liberalism went hand in hand.” s@iss the validity of this
statement with reference to the German unificatimvement in the T®century.
Evaluate the importance of nationalism and Bisniarskrategy in the German
Unification.

“Germany was unified by calculation rather than improvisation” Discuss this
statement.

Cavour and Bismarck in the "1 @entury European history.

Compare and contrast the Italian and German unificdion in terms of lead-
ership, obstacles and reasons of success.

In what ways was 1870 the turning point in Europleigtory?

To what extent did the German Unification under lgrdership of Prussia mark
the end of the Concert of Europe?
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26. Identify and account for the similarities and diéfleces between foreign policies
adopted by Cavour and Bismarck in the course ofélpective country’s unifi-
cation.

27. Compare the role of Bismarck in the unificatiorGe#rmany with that of Cavour in
the unification of Italy.

28. Analyze the relationship between liberalism and @eman unification move-
ment.

Various Interpretations

J.M. Keynes:
1. “The German Empire was built more truly on “Coabldron” than ‘blood and

LA 1]

iron’.

Bowring(1840)

1. “The general feeling in Germany towards the Zokweris that it is the first step
towards what is called the Germanization of theppeo By the community of in-
terests on commercial and trading questions it ihaken down some of the
strongest holds of alienation and hostility anchéis paved the way for a political
nationality- it has subdued much local feeling &adbit and replaced them by a
wider and stronger element of German nationality.”

Lipson:
1. “Economic unity paved the way for political unitgnd community of material
interests stimulated the growth of national feelemgd fostered national con-

sciousness.”

W. Carr:

1. “Annexation of Schleswig-Holstein was in Bismarcksnd from the very begin-
ning.”

Otto Becker
1. “a German patriot whose primary aim from the outea$ national unification.”

A.J.P. Taylor

1. “War was a national industry of Prussia.”

2. “In 1848 German history reached its turning pomd &ailed to turn..... the success
of the revolution discredited conservative ideas; failure of the revolution dis-
credited liberal ideas. After it nothing remairimd the idea of Force, and the idea
stood at the helm of German history from then on.”

3. “Germany was not unified but Prussianized.”

4. “Bismarck’s greatness lay not in mastering evdnis$jn going with events so as to
seem to master them. He had no rigidly definedjaim when he became Prime
Minister in 1862, beyond preserving the Junkeraamider.”

5. “The Treaty of Gastein...has been a subject of esdtestroversy. Some have
seen in it simply a calculated step by Bismarcklenpath towards an inevitable
war, others found in it the proof of his desirer&establish the conservative
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German partnership of Metternich’s day. May beas neither.... His diplomacy

in this period seems rather calculated to frighAestria than to prepare for war.

The only bait he held out to France was that, ulsBia got the Duchies, she would
apply the national principle by restoring north&chleswig to Denmark; all he

asked in return was benevolent neutrality.”

Namier

1.

“with 1848 starts the German bid for power, for &ean predominance, for world
dominion.”

Hazen:

1.

“The Parliament of Frankfurt, on which such hopad heen centered, failed in the
end, to some extent because of the mistakes wfatsbers, but chiefly because of
the resolute opposition of the princes of Germany, in particular, of Prussia and
Austria, the two leading German states, neithevtuth was willing to make any
sacrifices for the common good and each of which @alous and suspicious of
the other.”

David Thomson:

1.

“To him, it is rare in history for even the gredtekstatesmen to plan successfully
10 years ahead and then to impose their planssondhd. The recent biographers
are very skeptic about the truth of what Disraebaid to have reported. It is con-
tended that Bismarck was not like Metternich orxalleder I, a system-maker. He
was a brilliant opportunist whose course of acatways remained undecided and
flexible until the last moment, and his policy I@okore clear-cut and coherent in
retrospect than it was at the time. He was fingt always a Prussian nationalist
who believed that Prussian interests demandediigashould dominate the whole
of Germany and exclude Austria from German affairs policy towards Den-
mark, Austria and France was guided by the interesPrussia and unification of
Germany was incidental and a by-product of his neweling pursuit of Prussian
interests.”

“Cavour was also a brilliant and ingenious oppagtnrather than the framer of
long-term plans for a distant future. Neither h@; Bismarck, believed in future.
Both of them were always engrossed with the pres€hey were supreme practi-
tioners of realpolitik and their success is to kel@&ned more by the profound and
imaginative grasp of the immediate realities oéinational politics than by any
alleged control over the long-term course of eveiiitsey were masterly statesmen
and not masterful supermen.”

“Both of them had a minimum program to which tlieyoted all their energies to
achieve. A united kingdom of northern lItaly andPaussian-controlled North
German Federation seemed practical programs afypadliring the 1850’s. Both
of them were within the grasp of practical polititdwustria could be driven back,
behind Alps and Main, and if the great powers dull intervene on the side of
Austria. Once the sequence of diplomatic movemants military events had
started, the events themselves began to take torfhee statesmen of Italy and
Germany adjusted their policies to take accouetoh new situation and exploited
them to achieve their own ends.”
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Factors Favorable and Unfavorable to German Unification

Germany in 1815:

The German Confederation as created in 1815 wigsnegative organization
with the object of keeping the smaller states duhe way while Austria and Prussia
more easily and effectively checked France. Tleaithat a reduced or simplified
number of states would be the first step towardBcation was never contemplated.
Such was seen in the constitution of the ConfererattEach of the German states had
complete sovereignty and the Diet had no powentoree its resolutions and be able to
act as an executive organization. The German @end¢ion of 1815 thus in no sense a
“national association” as its name would imply.

l. Factors unfavorable to German Unification:

The rise of a leader, the discovery of the righthod, the outing of Austria, the
exclusion of foreign rulers, the wielding of the idband the South in one of all pre-
sented difficulties.

1. The arrangement of Vienna Congress:

Germany was created not a nation but a Confederafi39 states only. These
states had complete sovereignty. They were autonsrand virtually independent,
able to conduct even its own foreign policy. Then&litution was so worded that it
aimed at preventing changes. The declared obgsiwt to promote German unity but
rather “the maintenance of the exterior and intesiecurity of Germany, the inde-
pendence and inviolability of the member Statedd change for unity was therefore
permitted. The Diet was ineffective to give rear@an unity. Rivalry between Aus-
tria and Prussia, the calumny among the Statesttatddivision between Northern
Germany, Protestant, militant and pro-Prussian &odth Germany, Catholic and
pro-Austria, all made it difficult to pass resotuts by two-third majority. Then reso-
lutions passed might be disobeyed since the Dénloaforce or means like an army to
reform them. The States could choose to ignoredisubey. Leadership of the Con-
federation was given to Austria for her traditionale as Emperor of the Holy Roman
Empire. This worked against unification since Aiastby reason of her racial com-
position, could not be a leader to strengthen Geramity. Therefore, she was against
nationalism and would not allow anyone to takel#ael of German unification. It also
enabled Metternich to apply his reactionary pditic Germany. The sharp cleavage
between the North German States and Southern GeBtases were obstacles (unless
overcome by a strong sense of nationalism and madtivond). Religion, culture, in-
clination and outlook separated the two parts,ltiesuin only mutual jealousy, hatred
and fear. As they followed Austria and looked tariee they were never easy to be
brought together with North Germany or be persuaeéorm into one solid na-
tion-meaning unity. The arrangement left foreiglers as German princes. The king
of Denmark ruled the Duchies of Schleswig and Habst If unification was to be
achieved their hold must be abandoned.

2. The Metternich System:
I. After 1815, events of Germany were dominated bytdieich. He played on
the fear of the princes for their own security & them to support Austrian
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designs of suppressing liberty and nationalisntidients of unrest were ex-
aggerated to serve Metternich’s purpose. LaterGadsbad Decrees 1819
were passed. “A grand example of vigor, “ he wrékas just been given
German.”

ii. Even Frederick William who was willing to grant dital concessions was
prevented by the great influence of Metternich an.hRevolutions outside
Germany like that in Naples, Sardinia, Spain weuslted by decisions of the
Congress System. This warned Germans who cherdiieaans of national-
ism and liberalism. Therefore, the day of unif@ermany was far and remote.

3. Internal Disunity:

Divided views with regard to the means for attagnunification were an ob-
stacle and the belief that it could be unified Bpéeches and majority votes” was a
mistake as proved by events of 1848-49. The scharh&rederick William 1V, to
organize a League of Princes had caused the faifutes efforts of the Frankfurt Par-
liament. He could afford to refuse the crown “otithe gutter” when he had a better
scheme of his own.

4. Russian intervention

The Russian alliance with Austria in latter yeafter 1848 was a strong hin-
drance. This was seen in the Austrian threat ngusiederick William 1V to refuse the
crown of the Frankfurt Parliament and to abandenL#hague of Princes at Olmutz.

. Favorable factors to German Unification:

1. The arrangement of the Vienna Congress was signifat:

I.  Prussia lost Polish to Prussia but acquired th@&Rrovinces as compensa-
tion. She thus became more Germanic by the logmillion Poles and a
corresponding gain of 3 million Germans. Her Gerimanterest became
more marked and this pointed to a Prussian leaigeisiinify Germany rather
than Austria, for the latter had more non-Germaitsimwher Empire. Lead-
ership was a first essential for German unification

ii. Prussia by acquisition of German lands comparedrédbly with Austria
which got only Italian land (Lombardy, Venetia a&hé duchies). The balance
of power in Germany was now shifted in Prussiamifaallowing the use of a
stronger Prussia in Germany to lead in unification.

iii. By the addition of 2/5 Saxony and the Rhine ProssdPrussia was also
considerably strengthened to benefit for her legldpr Also by the acquisi-
tion of the Rhine Provinces, Prussia came to h@awed that on her shoulder
was now imposed the national task of defendingRhae against French
aggression. Whether she was willing, Prussia noseg@ more than Austria as
the defender of Germany.

iv. The idea that a reduced or simplified number dkestavould be the first step
towards unification was never thought of. But $tep was momentous. To
reduce the number of states from 300 more to od)y& way was eased for
success of unification.

2. Nationalistic agitation:
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The agitation of German nationalists was kept ahiyehe ‘liberal’ politics of some
southern states like Wurtemberg where the tradipioalliance with France kept
liberalism very much alive (thought the princesrded it is expedient to grant
charters and to retain Napoleonic codes of lawsrbotany a case, restrictions on
the press and arbitrary police activity was kept uphe songs and poems of Ernst
Arndt also helped to fire national enthusiasm.

3. Metternich’s suppression:

Suppressed by Metternich’s Carlsbad Decrees in fl& 8ationalist cause did not die.
Disappointed German nationalists only became mestess. The need was felt
even more keenly.

4. Formation of Zollverein: (use suitable interpretation to reinforce your anguat
here)

The formation of the zollverein (or customs uniemder Prussia fostered
Prussian leadership. ‘It first made Prussia egdetat Germany.” The first
intent of the zollverein was something very différe On the European con-
tinent, all the unified countries had healthy amaregy domestic markets,
adopting a trade policy with protective tariffshelPrussian territories of 1815
were scattered across northern Germany. Prussiawallection of separate
provinces each with its distinct scale of tariffslgrohibitions. Prussia could
not wait for the general German tariff which hag@m@romised in the Federal
Diet. Prussia’s two chief exports were corn anéni and both were directly
affected by British policy of increasingly findinguropean markets. She
turned to the task of freeing the German home nhdr&e internal obstruc-
tions, partly in order to ensure easier sale fes¢hgoods.

In 1818, theTariff Reforms Laws was passed. By that Act, all raw materials
were to be imported free. A duty of 10 percent tealse levied on manufac-
tured goods and 20 percent on colonial goodsinédrnal custom duties were
abolished. Heavy transit duties on tariff goodsspag through Prussia were
imposed with a view to compel other States to [inssia. The result of the
reform of 1818 was that Prussia became a free tegke Internal trade in-
creased and the revenue of the States also shoxssl a

The law of 1818 applied to Prussia alone, but arge of timemany other
German States joinedher. In 1819, Schwarzburg-Sondershausen joired th
Union. In 1822, Weimar, Gotha, Merchlenburg-SchwerSchaum-
burg-Lippe, Rudolasadt and Hamburg also joined.

However, there waspposition to the Custom Unionfrom other German
States. In 1828, a Custom Union was set up irstheh under the leadership
of Bavaria and Wurtemburg. In the same year, ardflustom Union of the
middle States was formed also. It consisted ob8gxHesse-Cassel, Hano-
ver, Brunwick and the free cities of Hamburg, Brenaed Frankfurt.
However, in 1831, Hesse-Cassel joined the Zollvessid the union of the
middle States was broken up. In 1834, Bavariaegithe Zollverein for 8
years. The terms of the Union were that the mgstivere to be held at Berlin
and other places. Bavarian goods were to be gpenial treatment. In the
same year, Saxony also joined. Finally, an enth#mlverein was formed in
1834, joined by 18 German states. By 1837, mo#teStates had joined the
Zollverein. The maintenance of the Zollverein vibased on the renewal of
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treaties among the member statd#henever the treaties expired they were
renewed. Only Hanover, Oldenburg, Mecklenburg and the Haoses re-
mained outside the Zollverein. The main termsmafyeinto the Zollverein
were complete free trade between State and Staiferm tariff on all fron-
tiers and net proceeds to be divided in proportmpopulation of the States
concerned.

To begin with, Austria was completely indifferentthe Zollverein. Metter-
nich did not attach any importance to commercecamgequently ignored the
activities of the Zollverein. However, after theecthrow of Metternich in
1848, Austria made a determined effort to joinZb#verein. Prussia resisted
the same and was successfuih 1853, a treaty was enterednto between the
Zollverein and Austria by which certain concessiagse given mutually.

The Zollverein was almost the only serious eventhi ‘quiet years’. In a
short run and also in some aspects it was notpateteards the unification of
Germany, bua device for making the unification of Germany lessieces-
sary; it was the price which the German princes, iniclgdhe King of Prussia,
paid for continuing to exist. Moreover, it was an achievement of the
princes, not of the peoplesThe concessions which it involved were violently
opposed in the Chambers of the lessor states;fdPdissia, who made the
greatest financial concessions, had possessedlianpant, the Zollverein
would never have been established . The Zollvaregame, in time, a pow-
erful instrument in Prussia’s control of GermarmBut the Prussian statesmen
who made the Zollverein had not the slightest idéats political conse-
guences; they saw only the rambling, unworkabletfeos and desired to save
money on their customs officers.

viii. The importance of Zollverein cannot be howewgnimized. As Marriot and

Robertson pointed out, “For the first time Germaegame a fiscal and com-
mercial unit.” The Zollverein united the Germaatst in bonds of mutual
economic interests. It united them under the lesme of Prussia; and it ac-
customed them to the exclusion of Austria from Germanic body. More
important of all is that the semblance of politicaion was careful avoided,
but the germs of political union were neverthelpsssent in the growing
community of material interests. As Browing statdtle general feeling in
Germany towards the Zollverein is that it is thetfstep towards what is called
the Germanization of the people. By the commuaitinterests on commer-
cial and trading questions it had broken down sofrte strongest holds of
alienation and hostility and its has paved the feay political nationality- it
has subdued much local feeling and habit and regl#ttem by a wider and
stronger element of German nationality.” Againtigrat, sagacious and even
liberal in its negotiations with its weak neighbdPsussia silently connected
with itself through the ties of financial union &swhich had hitherto looked
to Austria as their natural head. The reputatich® Prussian Government no
less than the welfare of the Prussian people wearnaed by each successive
step in the extension of the Zollverein.

The Zollverein wan large part the result of Prussian determination Its
aim, so far it expressed a deliberate policy, veaprevent economic union
through the German Confederation, a protectiomsbruwhich would have
been dominated by Austria and would have foundetster of gravity in the
Danube valley to the political and economic ruinRestissia. The Prussian
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5.

Zollverein, in contrast, looked across the Nortta $e the world market.
Based upon the low Prussian tariff, it promotedn@ar prosperity not by ex-
cluding foreign goods but by making trade betweesrn@any and foreign
countries easier. It was in origin essentiallpastimer’s scheme, catering for
German industrial development only by accideltshould be pointed out
that the Zollverein, despite its anti-national orign, could not be main-
tained without an increasing appeal to national seiment; and that sen-
timent moved in terms of conflict, not in terms ofprosperity. Within a
decade of the founding of the Zollverein, the gpadilicist, List, was arguing
that the purpose of unity in economic, as in otheaiters was to make Ger-
many stronger for war - stronger for economic wsamgnger ultimately for war
pure and simple. The sensible Free Trade buresugrRrussia who designed
the Zollverein and at first controlled its workinggainst List’s doctrine, but in
the long run they lost and List won. As List's adeas turned into official
policy from 1830s to 1840s, the period was alsméel as “The Era of List”.
The Zollverein, instead of promoting the exchanfjgands between Prussia
and the outer world, wouldltimately prepare the way for a unified and
exclusive central Europe and instead of drawing German trade down the
Elbe and Rhine to the North Sea it would end byrogitimg Prussia’s military
resources to the support of the Berlin to Bagddd/as.

X. The impact of the Zollverein was simply impressiiy 1860, the industrial

production of the German states had substantialigassed that of France,
sharing a 16% of the global industrial productiatue.

Unexpected fruit after the 1830 revolution

In 1830, revolution broke out in Paris and ChaKdsst his throne. There was a great

fear that the story of the French Revolution rigépeat itself, Metternich per-
suaded the German states to take precautionaryuneessd to revive the Carlsbad

Decrees. The federal army was not organized. @elyrussian army was on the
alert, garrisoning on the Rhine. Thus in thisisriBrussia had unwillingly became

the defender of Germany. She was more confirmdtemassociation with the

German nationalists.

6. Accession of Frederick William 1VV(1840-61).
During the long reign of Frederick William Ill, mhccould not be expected from

7.

Prussia. However, he was succeeded by WilliamnVl840 and something

changed. The union of Junker Prussia and natioeah@ny, this wedding of op-

posites, was accomplished by him. He tried to ntleetliberal desires of the

Prussians. He also released a number of polgitsdners. The provincial estates
were allowed to meet regularly and discuss thdairaf freely. The freedom of

press was restored although liberal constitutiovengranted. He did dream of
some resurrection of the old Reich, in which thepEror should have the nominal
superiority, but he King of Prussia the real powEne direction of unification was

determined.

Ideological development

I.  According to H. Kinder, there were about 4 ideotaditrends: While South
German liberalism advocated pacific and nationalsinceptions joined with
the demands for self-determination, trial by juaypopular militia and a na-
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tional system of economics; the North German lilera developed more
slowly, modeled after the English example, and erenently stressed na-
tional union pleading for Prussian leadership inn@mny. While Conserva-
tism founded its strongest support in the circleuad the Prussian crown
prince; the political socialism was influenced bgrRanticism and its influ-
ence was very limited in an agrarian society.

ii.  The writing of scholars and philosophers addedrerampetus, especially the
philosophy of Hegal. He first made the advanc@mfssia into the national
limelight inevitable when he argued that “true tems to be found in working
in line with the trend of history” and showed tiRussia was actually the
culmination of historical process. “Honor, Freedand Fatherland” was the
motto of the student movement at the time which eeeply influenced by his
ideas. He advised that submission to the Prustasa should be the choice of
every free man. His ideas did spread and Prusssdawoked at in a new light
by Prussians and other Germans alike.

8. “Coal and Iron”

The industrial growth was great help. The workioification was as much due to coal
and iron as to ‘blood and iron’. The productioncofl, iron and steel increased
rapidly and this facilitated improved transportsoich vital importance to military
movements of troops. Railways gave solidity angtmportant of all unity. The
1850 Constitution granted limited franchise to pnemised middle class and this
enabled tremendous industrial progress which ted@undation of her industrial
power.
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German Revolution from 1815 to 1848

A. 1830 Revolutions

B.

1.

2.

3.

4.

Influenced by the July Revolution of France, agitatand revolution broke
out. The rulers of Saxony, Brunswick and Hesses€lasere forced to ab-
dicate and constitutions were introduced. Lategoastitution was also
granted to Hanover.

Berlin and Vienna were not affected. Soon the Igian were suppressed and
reaction was restored.

After the 1830 revolution the basic political sture remained unchanged but
the psychological effects were profound. Liberaliwhich demanded for the
outing of autocratic rule revived and developedckiyi Most radicals re-
garded nationalism as an anarchistic and retrogmade.

After the 1830 revolution, the Zollverein was spt Ut became the first step in
the German unification and industrialization.

1848 revolutions

Background:

1.

After the failure of the 1830 Revolution there veasevival of liberal and na-
tional movement, which inevitably came into direonflicts with the repres-
sive measures. National liberalism was the dontipatitical posture of the
1840s, demanding for liberal constitution and foifiaation.

In 1847 the Prussian king allowed 8 provincialesdb meet as a united estate.

Though the liberals failed to attain their objeesythe sharp conflicts between

the crown and the estate helped weaken the baBigissian absolutism.

During the Civil War in Swiss in the late 1847, @an liberals demanded the

immediate summoning of a German national parliamélmrest of 2 German

states brought unbelievable harm to the prestigaamarchy in South Ger-
many.

Social and Economic changes also responsible ¢oretiolution.

i. In the 1840s, there were rapid social changes.usknl revolution,
though still at its very beginning, led to the ridethe proletariat. Urban
discontent centered round the handworkers. Thasstd craftsmen de-
clined. Unemployment and poverty led to disconterd disturbance.

il. There was much discontent in the countryside agtiaeof the 1840s. The
economic crises in the 1840s suffered many peasd®dpid growth of
population also led to the increase in landleseriais and a general de-
cline in living standard. Such social and econommeest, on the one
hand, stimulated the liberal demands for refornt @m the other hand,
provided a favorable background to revolution.

The downfall of the illiberal citizen king- Louish®lip, also deeply excited

and encouraged the Germans to demand for représergavernment and for

the creation of a united Germany. The resignatiod flight of Metternich
also signified the end of reactionary Metternichktsyn.

10
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Course: Initial Success

1. Shortly after the 1848 Revolution in France, then@mns excited. From 15
to 22° March there were riots in Berlin. Frederick Wl IV was forced to
declare his willingness to ‘merge Prussia into Gary and agreed to sum-
mon a Constituent Assembly. Freedom of speechpaesk, and one nation
citizenship were promised. Smaller German stdsgsrmade concessions to
the revolutions.

2. Towards the end of March, about 5,000 leaders nigted to establish de-
mocracy and equality in Germany. They met at Fuatland formed them-
selves a provisional government and called forteonal assembly.

3. They were going to draw up constitution for a ushi@ermany. This national
assembly was generally known as the Frankfurt &adint. It was mainly a
middle class body which particularly concerned wilie preparation of the
federation of the German lands.

4. In March 1849, a constitution was adopted and kireglerick William IV was
elected as the Emperor.

Course: Ultimate Failure
At the end of April, the King refused to accept tdifer because of :
I. he was completely out of sympathy with the Revoluti
ii. He was deeply suspicious of Little Germany;
lii. Franco-German relation was deteriorating;
iv. Austria was hostile to Little Germany and behindstia stood the Tzar.
Acceptance of the crown would lead to war with them
v. The crown was offered by the revolutionaries whicated the ‘divine right
of kings’.
Then the majority of the members of the Parliamtitdrew. The members were
also dispersed by the Prussian soldiers.
On December 5, 1848 the king dissolved the Asserabty promulgated a re-
stricted constitution which maintained royal auttyor

Reasons of failure:
The liberals believed they could achieve their dapsonverting their rulers. The
Radicals demanded a People’s Republic. Howevér hatl no connection with
the people of Germany. Both failed to solve thezdintent of the non-propertied,
uneducated restless masses.
The members of the Frankfurt Assembly were toolisigawith no experience of
national politics. They discussed too much andrimdrmed forces. They refused
to go with the masses and failed to offer a squiagjram.
The revolutionaries in Austria and Prussia wergysegsed. With the support of
Austria, Prussia sent troops to disperse the adgemdmbers.
Germany was a predominantly rural community. 64%he population lived in
the rural areas. Since the revolution had no &grgrogram, its failure was in-
evitable. Industrialization was at its very begngnalso. There was no sufficient
number of proletariat to stage a proletariat retiotuas prophesied by Marx.

11
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V. Significance of the 1848 revolution (significance of the failure of the
Frankfurt Assembly)

A.J. Taylor correctly pointed out that “in 1848 r@an history reached its
turning point and failed to turn..... the successhef revolution discredited conserva-
tive ideas; the failure of the revolution discreditliberal ideas. After it nothing re-
mained but the idea of Force, and the idea stodldeabhelm of German history from
then on.”

1. Liberalism was discredited. As Bismarck later sajgeech and debate were no
longer suitable for unification. In 1848 the whaoliethe middle class was politi-
cally and economically conscious. However, théufai of the revolution was a
great shock to them. Being politically disappothteome migrated to the USA
every year in the 1850s which weakened the democratvement in Germany. A
number of Germans also turned their attention tmemic endeavors. Many lib-
erals also withdrew to academic studies or seraun@ny by applying science to
practical needs. Some turned from politics to stduand finance. The liberal
politicians were more moderate and practical thear before. All the talent of
Germany sought a substitute in industry for theétigal power. It had two promi-
nent effects: on the one hand, it speeded up thestrialization process, on the
other, it gave nationalism as the top priority mfication. National liberalism
became a more precisely defined concept with aecadd more realistic spirit.
Both also helped the completion of Unification hg t1870s.

2. After 1850 there began in Germany a period of itrthidevelopment, after 1871
even an industrial revolution. The Zollverein bmeaa means of Prussianization
and facilitated the unification. Economic powesged within a generation into the
hands of industrial capitalists. The German cépitabecame dependents of
Prussian militarism and accepted dictatorship. TAgor said, it was the legacy of
the 1848 revolution.

3. Though Marx and Engels played a very minor roléhmrevolution, the&Commu-
nist Manifesto was influential. In August 1848, the first WorleeCongress in
Berlin was held. It was the first attempt of tinelustrial proletariat to organize
itself politically. W. Carr also pointed out thafter the revolution there was an
alliance between landed and industrial wealth, tvloiederpinned the social order
in William IV's Germany. After 1870, Bismarck evearried out state socialism to
prevent proletariat revolution.

4. The failure of the 1848 revolution also had gregtacts on political development.
Prussia stood in 1848 as champion of the natiamade Though concessions were
later withdrawn, the King kept his promise. A citosion was granted in 1850
which authorized a legislature of two houses, {hi@en house to be aristocratic and
the lower to be peculiarly elected, though on intdple basis. This was a step
ahead of the other German states and won suppdprissia from German liber-
als. The constitution also served as the modehefconstitutions of 1867 and
1871.
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5. According to Namier, “with 1848 starts the Gernfaah for power, for European
predominance, for world dominion.”
I. Similar to the Italians the Germans learnt debitesson from failure. The
failure of the Revolution proved that ‘the greaegftion of the day’ would be set-
tled by ‘blood and iron’ only. Since 1848, the Gans adopted real politick, such
as giving precedence to foreign policy, includihg tise of war as the ultima ratio
of politics. Internal reforms and skillful diplomgaavere also used. The methods
had been founded.
ii. The seeds of totalitarianism was simultaneowsyn. It explains why the
democratic Weimar Republic for only 14 years ang Wazism was accepted by
the Germans.

6. In the Frankfurt Assembly, there were two propogatsthe unified Germany,
namely Greater Germany and Little Germany. Asedtaly A.J. Taylor, these two
proposals had deep impact on the course of Geristonh
I.  Little Germany became the target of unification éimerefore there was war

against Austria in 1866 in the road to unificati®trussia was offered the
crown of a united Germany by the Frankfurt Parlinmendeed, the impos-
sibility of including Austria was once more provedind if Frederick William
refused the crown upon the threat of Austria, &ttt was to be seen further
dissociated with the nationalist cause. Freddrazkdeclined the offer, but his
League of Princes was meant to be an improvemeitteodld German Con-
federation under Austria and for her, Prussia hadttie first time openly
challenged Austria. She had taken the first effotnify Germany.

ii. From 1870 to 90, Bismarck carried out a series alicigs to prevent the
achievement of a Greater Germany such as coloxpalnsion and the building
into the Balkans. He also devised the allianceesysto restrain Austrian
expansion into the Balkans. Nonetheless, the dalvof Bismarck and the
rule of William 1l adopted “World Politics” and enaraged Pan-Germanism.
It finally led to the outbreak of the WWI. Thisrmamept was also revived when
Hitler incorporated Austria in 1938 and invadeddal in 1939, which led to
the WWII.
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German Revolution from 1848 to 1871

Important Figures: William I, King of Prussia (1861-1888)

When Frederick William IV became insane in 18%%,younger brother Prince

William became regent. When the king died in 1884jlliam | succeeded to the
throne.

1.

His character:
William | possessed qualities which endeared hinth® governing classes of
Prussia. He was industrious and honest, deepyaes, rigidly conservative, and
fully convinced of the divine right of kingship. eHalso believed in the national
mission of Prussia to unify Germany. Nationalets even liberals welcomed his
accession.
The situation that confronted him in Prussia anthen German Bound had been
greatly transformed by the activities of Napoleard &avour, and especially by
their war of 1859 against Austria and their erecttba new Italian kingdom. The
significant decision in Prussian policy had beenrkéusal assertion of Prussia’s
role as an independent great power, to stay inveses a possible mediator of the
dispute.

His ideas:
William was a soldier. He had a devout beliefia army as the finest expression o
the Prussian spirit. He began a reform of the $fansarmy. He appointed von
Moltke as Chief of Staff of the Army and von RoaMinister of War. Both were
anti-liberal.

William believed in a strong Prussian monarchy. dééeved that only through
Prussia could Germany be united and only throusfinceng army could be hope to
attain this objective. He proposed to increasepdsory military service to pre-
pare and strengthen the Prussian army by increg@ngumbers from 500,000 to
750,000. For this purpose he demanded from thesRumu parliament an increase
of taxation.

However, the lower house of the Prussian parliamest less eager for military

reform. This body was responsive to the liberaltisgent which was resurgent

among the middle classes of Prussia. The libesddrs were anxious to make
Prussia a constitutional monarchy with responglaldiamentary government, and
to prevent a military monopoly of the Junkers. Yheoposed certain amendments
to the military laws. The elections of 1862 gabedal opposition a large majority

in the lower house of the Prussian parliamentortter to express their opposite
view of army reform, they refused to pass the btidge

William | believed that he was faced not merelyhadt constitutional, but with a
real political crisis. To surrender meant the ehdhe Prussian monarchy as he
understood it, and the King of Prussia would thercntrolled by the representa-
tives of the Prussian people. He could see noauhyut abdication. But von
Roon persuaded the king to call in Bismarck asfchirister and foreign minister,
with the special task of defying the liberals ahe tower house. At his first
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meeting with the budget committee Bismarck issusdriost famous warning: ‘the
great questions of the day will not be decided fiigeshes and the resolutions of
majorities - that was the blunder of 1848 and 1846t by blood and iron.’

Important Figures: Otto von Bismarck (1815-1898):

1.

Background:
Bismarck, who ranks among the greatest heroes wh&ehistory, and among the
most important statesmen of the modern world, assupower at the age of 47
with slender experience of political affairs, butiecade’s experiences of German
and European diplomacy. His character was mudtrméted by his training, his
family and his class background.

He was born in 1815 in the Protestant Junker estaBeandenburg. A massive

man of stiff military bearing, he had a quick, seme mind, great personal charm,

cute intelligence, and indemitable will power. Was by nature passionate and
volcanic, a man of action. He was brought up toluioe the aristocratic traditions

of his class with the enthusiastic patriotism.

Though born into a family of landowning gentry, B&rck was in fact brought up
in Berlin in contact with the Hohenzollern couHe had a short career in the civil
service for “deficiency in regularity and discipdii then eight years of work as a
somewhat unsuccessful rural landowner, and atgheofi30 seemed to be a fail-
ure. He was saved from frustration only by happyrrages and family life.

His political career:
In 1847 Bismarck started his political career aseanber of the Prussian Diet in
Berlin. There he opposed every liberal proposdirmade a name for himself as a
determined reactionary.

During the revolutionary upheaval of 1818-49 Bisokaconsistently defended the
existing Prussian state against the liberals. fferem to bring his peasants to
Berlin to protect Frederick William IV. He welcohéhe end of the Frankfurt
Assembly, and the restoration of the old Bounds ¢tincern, first and foremost,
was with the national interests of the Prussiaestathe failure of the Frankfurt
Assembly to unify German confirmed his belief oé tstrength of monarchy and
the use of force. Thus he declared his convidtioblood and iron to solve the
‘great issues of the day.’

In 1851 Bismarck entered his King’s diplomatic seev As Prussian representa-
tive in the reconstituted Diet of the German Cosfation from 1851 to 1859, he
learned the arts of diplomacy and deepened higeeditlike of Austria. He saw
the possibility of German unity under Prussian éalip, and became convinced
that clash between Prussia and Austria was indgitaAs ambassador at St. Pe-
tersburg, he won the warm regard of the Tsar. risgtan ambassador at Paris in
1862, he obtained a pretty accurate insight intocthmplexities of Napoleon III's
character. In September 1862 he was appointedhascellor.
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His ideas:

Bismarck’s ideas were based on three themes:

1.

2.

=

By birth in the Junker class, he was conservatideapposed democracy.

As the Junker class furnished the bulk of the aoffigers, his outlook was nec-
essarily militant. The loyalty of the Junker clésshe Prussian crown made him a
strong monarchist opposed to any republican forigoeernment.

His Prussianism was deep as a Junker and he wotilmbree to Germany unified
which involved less of Prussian and Junker ascarydahlis concept of ‘nation-
alism’ envisaged only a Germany unified by Prussamquest, a united Germany
dominated by Prussia and unified Germany emergethéyexpansion and ag-
grandizement of Prussia. One aim he thereforermausued - that of uniting all
Germans in one single national state. His aim Rassianisation of Germany.
Prussia would be preserved and also the Junkexid@sussia. Both would not be
absorbed and merged into a unitary Germany. Ardehtually a strong unified
state emerged, it was mere as a by-product ofutisess in the realization of his
aims than as success of German nationalism.

Lesson learnt from the failure of the Frankfurt Parliament:
Bismarck learnt from the failure of the FrankfudriPament that liberalism and
majority votes could solve no great issue. ‘It vm@sessary that German should
look not to liberalism but to her own power. Theea issues of the day could not
be solved...but by ‘blood and iron’. He believadttsuch a union must not come
about by democratic elections but by force. Hdized that Austria was the first
obstacle to his plan for unification.

Bismarck’'s method was clear:

Force, War, Blood and Iron:
He was militant from his background, the Junkesglsupplying the bulk of army
officers in Prussia.
He learnt from the failure of the Frankfurt Parlembthat liberalism and majority
votes could solve no great issue. ‘It was necgdbat Germany should look not to
liberalism but to her own power. The great issnéshe day could not be
solved ...but by blood and iron.’
He knew well the principle the ‘nothing succeededi success’. He was right to
believe that gun could convert many enemies intoigats.
In view of the nature of obstacles, force was thig possibility. It could never be
anticipated that Austria would be persuaded to gipener role of leadership or
consent to a united Germany under Prussia. Comgpegmiiscussion, agreement
on the subject was impossible. Like wise, Francald/ not want a strong and
unified Germany on her border or allow the aggraewient of Prussia. These she
could never be persuaded to accept peacefully. ohheway to overcome those
was therefore force. ‘Might is right.” It was efien said.
Bismarck’s close association with Roon and Moltkased him to look to war and
militarism.
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B.

Economic back-up:
Yet behind the strength of the army there mughbkestrength of great indus-

trialism. Therefore Bismarck also relied on ‘caal iron.’

1.
2.
3.

=0

= m

Industries would supply the war-guns and clothethefarmy.

Railways would facilitate movement and mobilizatmfrtroops.

The close alliance with industrialists of his owass tended to be another factor.
(for details, see next section)

Diplomatic isolation:
Knowing too well that Prussia could not fight detenemies combines, Bismarck
would knock out the enemies in their turn. To eassuccess in each case, he
would isolate the enemy by diplomacy. That wowdduce danger of fighting a
combination and suffering defeat. Therefore hissweould only start after isola-
tion of the enemy was accomplished. (see 1866awdrl870 war). He was also
such an expert in the game of diplomatic intrigues.

Autocratic policy:
He did not rely on the strength of parliamentasygrnment. He trusted only in an
efficient bureaucracy directed by the strong hatiraself and assisted by a loyal
and strong army. Thus for the years 1862-67 heorggl the Diet, collected the
necessary taxes and preceded with his plans of monganization.

Inspiration of nationalism by wars:
He had no personal liking for ‘bread’ nationalisot he would use it to serve his
purpose: conquest of Germany by Prussia. Thisseas in the war of 1864 and
1870 when nationalism was used against DenmarkFeartte and drew into his
fold the South German States.
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Steps by which Bismarck brought about the unification of
Germany:

Part I. Internal Reforms

A.
1.

Political aspects:
“Might, not right”. The immediate question whiah deal was the question of the
supremacy of King or Parliament in Prussia. k& tluty was to defeat the liberal
majority in the Prussian parliament, but underlyiihgt question was the far more
important one of future of Germany. Bismarck watednined that ‘Prussians we
are Prussian we must remain.” The liberals lodkedhe Parliamentary methods
of 1848 to achieve a democratic liberal GermanyBsiinarck differed from them.
Bismarck wanted Germany to be united through sufionisto Prussia and the
union was to be carried through military force. wis ‘might, not right” that
counts.
The most practical step was the formation of thenta@ National Association of
1859, an active political organization in the nerth and Central Germany. It
stood for the Little German solution of unificatidwy which Austria should be
excluded from Germany, and that the New Germanwyrbted under Prussian
leadership. Some of the leaders were preparedke sacrifice of a constitutional
government in order to win national unity. Therefdts slogan stated, “better the
stiffest Prussian military rule than the evil oétbmall states.”
When the lower house of the Parliament continuedetose to vote the army
budget, Bismarck solved this problem by ignoring tharliament and illegally
collecting taxes to finance the military programincrease and reorganize the
Prussian army so that it was strong enough to wynnar it undertook. There was
a case for a larger military establishment, if Braisvas to live up to her status as a
“great power” and to live down the diplomatic huiatilons of recent years. Bis-
marck had no hesitation in violating the constdnfifor he despised liberalism and
parliamentary assemblies and believed in ordevigeand duty. For four years he
continued to oppose the will of the lower house thredvast body of public opinion
which supported it. As a result he became the mmaigtd person in Prussia.
Nonetheless, it is wrong to say that liberalisnypthno role in shaping the German
unification. Meanwhile the Prussian politics vdsmportance. In 1860, a new
liberal party called the Progressive Party was fimah It aimed at the establish-
ment of a Germany with a centralized power in thes§lan hand, but it still clung
to the 1848 liberal principle of parliamentary cohbver administration. In 1862,
Bismarck had to increase taxes for military expemdi without a parliamentary
consent and this behavior of him was then genevadlyed as unconstitutional. In
the political crises which followed, the mountinigdral opposition in the Prussian
parliament threatened the existence of Bismarckisistny. It was to save the
Hohenzollern’s autocratic rule and his own powext tBismarck resolved on the
policy of undermining liberalism by giving satistemmn to the popular demand for
national unity and coupling it with intoxication wiilitary glory. Hence, it brought
the war with Denmark in 1864. Nonetheless, the éasettlement of 1865 did not
quite appease the liberals, for in February 18@6ta of censure on confidence in
ministry was passed by the Prussian Diet indicattiag autocratic rule might be
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=

overthrown. Once again, Bismarck sought to putrdpwalitical unrest at home by
waging a war with Austria. In trutht, was the liberal opposition at home that
compelled him to take up the cause of German unity

Military aspects:
Annual army intake was increased, while intensivétary training raised the
general standard of efficiency. Military budgetsnaso increased, while strategic
railways were built and new weapons and needle wans invented and manu-
factured.
The Prussian army was to be developed until it stas1g enough to defeat Aus-
tria. In fact, Prussian military power was to be thief factor in unifying Ger-
many, for the Hapsburg Emperor would not volunyasiirrender the German su-
premacy. With the reformed army, however, Prusk@uld be able to beat Aus-
tria. Thus, Bismarck aimed to challenge Austrigtffor the leadership of the
German states.

Economic reforms:

The Prussian-styled Agrarian revolution not onlgreased productivity but also

provided the factories with raw materials.

I.  After 1848, under the influence of the Ratonist theories of List, the Prus-
sians erected new tariff barriers against other begratates of the Zollverein
and completely excluded Austria from the organaati Prussianization re-
sulted in great resentment of the German statedewght against Prussian in
1866.

ii. As a result of Prussian opposition, Austria newceeded in her attempts to
transform from the German Customs Union into a Hidepean Union, nor
was she able to form the Austro-German custom union

lii. Palmer argues that the Zollverein led to Germargilsvay system centering
upon Berlin, which had obvious political and mifitaconsequences.

Germany economy in this period had a significangpess:

i. By 1850 there were 6,000 km of railway. The foliogvtwo decades saw the
speedy construction of railways. This helped brdakn provincial barriers,
brought town and country nearer and underlinednied for national unifi-
cation.

ii. The volume of foreign trade per head doubled betwig51 and 1857, and
again from 1865 to 1868. From 1853 to 1856 sonm gtock banks and
limited companies of considerable size were esthél to provide finance for
industry. There was a tendency towards joint-stoakks. Both supplied
much capital to the country.

lii. Until 1870 both industrial and primary commoditiere exported and im-
ported in roughly equal quantities.

Iv. As a result of industrial development, by 1871 ttven-dwellers of Prussia
had arisen from 1/4 to 1/3 of her population. TiBe of a prosperous class of
merchants, bankers and industrialists led to thiendtion of chambers of
commerce in towns. They were in favor of politichhnge.

Industrial development was fostered side by sidédok the army expansion.

Plans of future campaign were carefully discusséde high command was effi-

cient and great attention was paid to case of anoyement.
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Part Il Skillful Diplomacy

A. Disraeli’'s Report

1. In 1862 it was reported that Bismarck had madddhewing remarks to Disraeli,
the leader of the Opposition, when Bismarck wasoindon:
I.  ‘My first care will be to reorganize the army’;
ii.  “Then I will take the first opportunity to declavear with Austria... and give

Germany a national union under the leadership as$ta.”
2. According to this report, as late as in 1862 Bisrkdwad planned the unification or,

more exactly, the Prussianization of Germany.

The Prussian-Danish War, 1864-65: (German-Danish War)

Background:
After considerable progress of his internal refoBismarck had to deal with
Austria, his largest enemy, in unification. Biselahad to find a pretext for war
with Austria. He found in the crisis which arosetle duchies of Schleswig and
Holstein in 1863. The problem of Schleswig-Holstdience became the main
cause of the war.
These duchies, ruled by the King of Denmark buppesbmainly by Germans, had
been a cause of dispute in 1848 between Germanamahark. Prussia had then
championed the German cause; and through the diplonmtervention of other
great powers, a compromise was arranged in thetyTodd.ondon 1852 highly
favorable to Denmark: the duchies were not to erporated in the kingdom of
Denmark, but the King of Denmark would remain ttseivereign, though Holstein
was left as a member of the German Bound. Germaginralists resented the
subjection of the two duchies to Denmark.
What revived the dispute in 1863 was disputed ssiogr to the Danish throne and
the desire of the Danes to incorporate Schleswigghwhad a large Danish popu-
lation. The old king died in November 1863 andacordance with the agreement
of 1852 was succeeded by Prince Christian of Glualigs The new king, fol-
lowing the policy of his predecessor, tried to ap@rhe administration of the
duchies and to annex Schleswig. This immediatedy with nationalistic outcry
from the Bundestage of Frankfurt on behalf of Garynawhy, they asked, should
the German minority in southern Schleswig be anderea foreign power, and
permanently lost to the German fatherland? A tivahe Danish throne, Frederick
of Augustenburg, who had never accepted the Tr&akypndon, helped German
intervention. The Bundestage decided to back mdhgo to war.
Bismarck wanted such war, but he wanted it to bgeady Prussia and Austria in
alliance, not by the whole German Bound. He wasfitr Prussia to make a suc-
cessful war against Denmark in 1864 would indi¢atere leadership, and would
raise Prussia prestige. By making war on Denntelhoped to arouse German
nationalism. To act jointly with Austria was batievitable and desirable; because
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Austria would never agree to let Prussia act aland,he was not yet ready to defy
her. Any Prussian-Austrian settlement of so th@myoblem would leave ample
room for picking a quarrel with Austria later wheerehe chose. He also wished to
try out the reorganized Prussian army and testetpons. He wished to observe
the Austrian army at close quarters, for he kneat e next war would be against
Austria.

Facing the open defiance of the Treaty of Londota 882 the other powers were

materially affected because Prussian and Austatarahad forced a small state to

surrender territories that were generally regaated likely source of international
dispute. But each of three, for different reasalns$ not take any action.

I. In Britain, Lord Palmerston blustered (spoke inoecéful way), but Queen
Victoria, a majority of his cabinet, and the oppiosi were all against any
specific action.

ii. Napoleon Ill had become more and more involvecha difficult entangle-
ment of the Mexican expedition, which committedrféte troops to trying to
keep Maximillian on the throne of Mexico. He wadhat moment in neither
the mood nor the position to exert pressure onrfeuahd Prussia.

lii. Russia exercised no restraining influence becauséad taken the precaution
of ensuring her friendly neutrality. Bismarck hagsured the Tsar of support
against the Polish insurrection in 1863, which thadatened to attract British
and French sympathies against Russia. Alexandgrateful for Bismarck’s
backing against the Poles, was now willing enougretiprocate as regards
the Danes.

iv. The new kingdoms of Italy had neither the prestigethe inclination to en-
gage herself against Prussia and Austria togetBesmarck had timed his
actions with great insight and skill.

In 1864 the Austro-Prussian Alliance was formedtherE was joint military action

against Denmark, who was soon defeated.

Results
Two duchies were jointly occupied by Prussia andstAa. In 1864
Schleswig-Holstein were ceded to the German Statdaving annexed the 2
duchies, there aroused the question of their dimisiThe suggestion of Austria
was that both of them should be handed over tdDihlee of Augustenburg but
rejected by Prussia.
By the Convention of Gastein in August 1865, Praussok Schleswig to admin-
ister. Austria took Holstein to administer, bue tluture fate of the duchies re-
mained a joint responsibility.
However, it should be noted that Prussia gave @pdichy ‘Holstein’ which
populated by Germans. That meant Prussia hadighe and excuse to annex
Holstein from Austria and according to the prineigf nationalism. As A.J.
Taylor said, “It was simply a calculated step bgrBarck on the path towards an
inevitable war.” On the one hand Bismarck offerfihiace to Austria and on the
other prepared for war against Austria. In otherds, although Bismarck had
made an alliance with Austria before the PrussoidbeWar, his real intention was
to make use of the war start a quarrel with Austria
After the Convention of Gastein 1864, Austria ekt her position in Holstein was
not secure and she began to encourage the clathredduke of Augustenburg.
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Bismarck asked Austria to stop propaganda in Holstefavor of the Duke Au-
gustenburg but was refused. The Prussian troagrs éhtered Holstein and then
turned out the Austrians. Then the Austro-Pruséian 1866 broke out and finally
led to the establishment of the North German Caerfticbn.

5. It also proved the success of military reform ofigdia. After all, Bismarck be-
lieved that her military strength was strong enoagt thus encouraged his future
unification movement.

6. The victory of Prussia in the war proved her leadgrin the German Confedera-
tion. Since then, the member states became maremame relied on her and
recognized her as the leader of the new Germanrémpilso, it proved the ex-
cellent diplomacy skill of Bismarck.

C. Austro-Prussian War (Seven Weeks’ War) 1866:

l. Background:
1. Prussian leadership in Little Germany

i. Bismarck aimed at establishing Prussian hegemottyeipart of Germany to
the north of River Main. This was in with Badovigétplan of 1849, envisaging
the establishment of an unified Germany which gpoaded roughly to the
scope of the then existing Zollverein.

ii. This required war to exclude Austria though she ®asmanic. It was be-
cause Austria was the leader of Confederation amddwnot allow Prussia to
replace her and it was because Bismarck’s condépeionan nationalism was
Germany under Prussian domination. Confronted whth claims of the
Prussian Progressive Party, Bismarck settled ir2 186 the policy of over-
coming the internal opposition by attracting thélpuattention to a foreign
war. Bismarck sought to retain the conservatiliarate with Austria and to
foster annexation sentiments in Schleswig-Holstein.

2. Complete Preparation

I.  Two years of rest after the Danish War 1864 wefécgent. In the Danish
War 1864, the Austrian arms had been observed &mdsck was confident
of Prussian victory in the case of war. The saraeaf 1864 had also tested
the Prussian arms. The military reforms in defeaotParliament had worked
success.

ii. Austria was isolated as a result of Bismarck’slgKitliplomacy:

B In Britain, Palmeston had died and the new govenimas more inclined
to the safety-first policy.

B Bismarck was already on good terms with Tsar Aleeanl of Russia.
Moreover, in the Crimean War, Austria did not hRigssia. Thus Russia
would remain neutral.

B In order to keep Napoleon lll from intervening ¢re tside on Austria in
the coming struggle, Bismarck had a meeting witpdleon Il at Biarritz
in October 1865. Bismarck succeeded in persuatied-rench Emperor
that in the event of war between Prussia and Aydinance should adopt
a policy of neutrality. Napoleon was foolish enbug believe that the
outcome of a war would be the exhaustion of bottiggaand an oppor-
tunity for France to act as mediator. It was sgtggfurther, that in return
for his neutrality, Napoleon Il might expect téorial rewards on the
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eastern frontier of France. So Bismarck had nodéamtervention from
that quarter.
B It only remained to secure the cooperation of tee kingdom of Italy.
Bismarck made a secret agreement with Italy in twiie promised that
Italy would get Venetia if she joined Prussia madtack on Austria pro-
vided that the war took place within three montht#he agreement.
3. Schleswig-Holstein Question:

I.  With Austria isolated, Bismarck provoked Austrigonwar - for it was a
principle of his policy to make his opponents tggrassors - by making use of
Austrian policy in Schleswig-Holstein. Bismarckcased Austria of con-
tinuing to support the Duke of Augustenburg'’s claorthe duchies since the
Conference of Altona in April 1866, and stirring trpuble for Prussia in
Schleswig. Bismarck denounced it as violatiorhef Gastein Convention and
ordered Prussian troops to march into Holsteinaamexed it.

ii. Bismarck followed this up by proposing in the Framk Diet that the consti-
tution of the German Confederation be reconstryctedeform that would
exclude Austria from German affairs. His proposak an open defiance of
Austria that war was now a question of time.

iii. Austria retaliated by accusing Prussia of breakiath the Treaty of Vienna
and the Convention of Gastein, and demanding tHalimation of the federal
German forces against her. Austria was suppdayatdne out of the fifteen
states, including Hanover, Saxony, Baden, and BavaWar was declared in
June 1866.

In many ways, the war was Bismarck’s working. Khey only gave way to war
after hesitation and Parliament had opposed stydnghe war. Nonetheless the war
was inevitable in Bismarck’'s scheme. To Moltké,Was a war even long foreseen,
prepared with deliberation, and recognized as sacgdy the cabinet, not in order to
obtain territorial aggrandizement but in order ¢égwge the establishment of Prussian
hegemony in Germany.”

I. Course
The war began on 14 June 1866. After only threeks it resulted in the defeat
of Austria and her German allies. On 3 July thesthans were decisively defeated in
the battle of Sadowa (or Kenigaratz) which endedddmpaign. In Lombardy strong
Austrian forces defeated the Italians in Custozzhe Italian fleet was also defeated.
Bismarck was anxious to make peace as quickly asilple. This was typical of his
intelligence and statesmanship which was never. ra$h did not wish to humiliate
Austria further and make of her a dangerous enarthye future. His main concern was
to avoid the alliance of France and Austria. Ifskia were treated harshly and Napo-
leon 1l frightened by Prussia’s success, thisaaltie would be inevitable. He therefore
decided, against William I's wishes, to treat Aissteniently, and to delay the complete
union of Germany by leaving the South German Statkependent. The latter decision
would conciliate the southern states and allay INagrolll's hostility.
Austria was quickly defeated for several reasons:
1. Austria was in no condition to face a great warer Fhances were in a hopeless
state; Hungary was rebellious; the army was badjjamized and armed with
out-of-dated muzzle-loading guns.
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The Prussian army had been trained by von Roorvandvoltke and was armed
with new rapid-firing needle-gun. As it was ragiaghobilized and capably com-
manded, it was the most formidable army in Eurolpethis aspect, it showed the
success as well as importance of military reforrdeurBismarck.

Although the Austrians defeated the Italians, 160,Bwustrian troops had been
drawn away to the Italian front and this considgral®akened the Austrian forces
facing the Prussians.

Bismarck’s diplomacy had isolated Austria before war broke out.

Results of the War:

Treaty of Prague (August 231866):

I. In August 1866, Bismarck forced the Prussian kmmgdnclude the Treaty of
Prague with Austria, ending the Austro-Prussian Wahis treaty was sur-
prisingly lenient.

ii. Austria had to cede Venetia to Italy and Holsteiftussia, to pay a small war
indemnity, and to consent to the dissolution of@e&man confederation and
the creation of a North German Confederation ofclwi®russia would be the
head and from which Austria would be excluded. sTtunile the new lItaly
was absorbing more Italians, a large number of @esnm- the Aus-
trian-Germans - were being cut off from the newraany. It was in the re-
shaping of Germany that the real importance ofttbaty lay. The old Con-
federation of 1815 was finally dissolved, anothietation of one of the deci-
sions of the Congress of Vienna of 1815.

Prussia had all she wanted:

I.  The power to expel Austria from German affairssrBarck’s greatest triumph
by this war was the formation of the North Germamféderation which in-
cluded all the states north of the river Maine. udBra annexed
Schleswig-Holstein, Hanover, Hesse-Cassel and Masgach were north
German states. Prussia had unified more thandiaBermany under her
leadership. Austria was excluded. The King ofsBra was President and
Bismarck was Chancellor.

ii. Home affairs were left almost entirely to the indival states, but matters of
foreign policy were placed in Prussian hands. $taukad controlled the
military forces of all the members of the new Cal@etion, an important
factor in his plan to make war on France.

lii. There was to be a parliament called the Reichstagéiich each man had a
vote. The head of this body was the Chancellor whe responsible to the
President not the Reichstage. Furthermore, a Qd@Bundesrath) was set up,
consisting of representatives of all individualteta Germany was to be
modeled not upon the liberal democracy of the Westupon the military
despotism of Prussia.

South German states remained independent:

I. The South German states would remain independehtha&y were permitted
to form a separate confederation. King of Prubsid wanted territory from
Saxony and South German states. Only Bismarckiywseided not to pro-
voke France into a war before he wanted it andhatee South German states
for future use and successfully resisted the kifipe Sough German states
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were let off easily and lightly. The South Gernstates suffered no loss of
territory. They were permitted to have their owgamization.

By emphasizing the common nationality, by asscmmin the Zollverein, by
championing the interests of Germany against Framee French demand for
Rhineland compensation and Luxemburg, by givingitam} glory to the
German name and by the generosity and leniencyrshothem and Austria
after 1866, South German states signed treatidsfehsive alliance with the
North German Confederation after joining in thelZ@lein to form a customs
Parliament called Zollparliament. Eventually theguld lean on Prussia.
The war and its victorious conclusion had justifigdmarck’s policy at home.
The army for which the Prussian king and his marsthad struggled, had
brought glory to Prussia and shame to their eneatigsome. A bill of in-
demnity by the Parliament which a year earlier hatd to censure govern-
ment action in war, now approved of expenses ofegument previously
without consent of the Lantag. It was done inigrde of what Bismarck had
achieved for Prussia. This did split the liberal§he majority supported
Bismarck as the new ‘National Liberal Party.’

The war proved Bismarck’s wisdom- declining to naon Vienna or to take
Austrian Silesia or South German Land. It proved lise also to isolate
Austria, to bribe France into neutrality and tac®South Germany into union.
It proved his method of ‘blood and iron’ right ahdn as master-mind. It
proved that king’s greatness of character in lisigro Bismarck. It proved
also Moltke’s generalship and genius as a soldier.

4. To France

France offered mediation which Bismarck acceptelg one condition that
peace terms be determined before armistice, thasiay France no chance to
intervene to gain. Napoleon was unprepared. Hises were tied down in
Rome and Mexico. He had expected the war to kg Iéte was also takeniill.
Therefore he yielded, accepting Prussian term$ienReace of Nickelsburg
(later the definite Treaty of Prague). French figeswas damaged, and
brought nearer the fall of the Second Empire.

France had expected a long war, exhausting botiepand allowing her to
impose designs on both. The war just ending ireéks was a defeat of her
policy. Her calculations were wrong.

French demands for compensation were rejectedncéravanted her 1814
frontier including the Rhineland compensation wejected. Then Benedetti
(French ambassador) was instructed to seek Prussiesent to the Belgian to
protect Belgium from foreign interference. He viladuced to put down de-
mands in writing as the Benedetti Treaty but was tbvaded. (This was later
communicated to the Britisimes to alienate Britain from France three years
later. Purchase of Luxemburg as compensation fdatich king to balance
Prussian gains was upset by Prussian rejectionedalblt German national
feeling.) War was only avoided by mediation oft&in and Russia. Of course
these demands were used to induce South Germas statonclude with
Prussia military alliances in the event of a Freattack. France therefore was
defeated at Sadowa. Also the empire was weakdvlede liberal concessions
followed. Since France failed to get compensatioslance of power in
Europe was changed in favor of Prussia. The 18#0mas in sight as France
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was humiliated and also feared Prussian expangtoassia went on to unify
south Germany but this France would not follow.

5. To Austria

I.  Greater leniency to Austria was shown. There w#seted from the absence
of indemnity. Austria suffered no loss of terntpand no army of occupation.
Furthermore Vienna was not entered. The gratitnidAustria caused her
disinclined to fight against Prussia in 1870 thotlggre were other causes too.
Nonetheless, her leadership of the German stateemded forever, since she
had been driven out of Germany and Italy she tlegiab to take a new interest
in the Hapsburg dominions themselves.

ii. 1866 marked the beginning of a new era particulahe history of Austria.
Defeat made it necessary to come to term with oheek of disruptions and
discontent within the Empire. She lost the ledderen Germany and it was
then too weak to dominate Hungary. Most Magyarsd#el that a federation
of Hungary and Austria was wiser than a comple¢abbetween the Empire.
The Emperor was then forced to yield to their detsanin 1867 the “Aus-
gleich’ compromise was accepted by Austria and lungAustria and Hun-
gary was separated, each had its own Diet. TheesEonpf Austria was to be
also the King of Hungary. There was to be a joggembly which met alter-
natively in Vienna and Budapest to deal with finahdoreign and military
matters. Half of its 120 members were appointethbyAustrian diet and half
by the Hungarian one. This new state became kraswhe Dual Monarchy of
Austria-Hungary. It remained in existence untd #nd of the WWI.

lii. In the foreign policy also Austria underwent a aip@n Henceforth, she aban-
doned the idea of domination in Central Europetanted her eyes to the East,
to the prospect of succeeding to the Turkish Emipirdne Balkans. And so
began the long rivalry with Russia which was tawouakate in the Great War.

D. Franco-Prussian War 1870:

l. Background

A. Causes on the part of France (France’s responsiity in causing the war:

large or small extent?)

1. After 1866 war between France and the new Northm@arConfederation was
inevitable. It was, as Bismarck once commentaditie logic of history.” France
was alarmed at the success of Bismarck. Napoleaas afraid to see the creation
of a strong national state on her eastern fronti&.was determined to fight rather
than allow any further extension of Prussian povance was jealous of Prussian
success and aggrandizement. The Franco-Prussianviigamuch based on this
jealousy.

2. A unified Germany would be the logical outcome ofig3ian conquest and ex-
pansion and this must involve France in war as Mapolong desired the natural
frontier of the Rhine and it was so true becausgodsn after 1866 had asked for
Rhineland as compensations and for vague hintseset had agreed at Biarritzto
remain neutral- 1866. In the older conceptiona bilance of power, such com-
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pensation was reasonable and conventional. Indgteworld of Realpolitik how-
ever there were no grounds for expecting compemsaxcept at the point of
bayonet. Napoleon Ill, now an ill and failing mavas already old-fashioned and
out-dated. In thinking that the balance of powaild be redressed by diplomatic
bargaining instead of by superior force, Napoleas wrofoundly mistaken.
France also wanted European balance of power pezkerA war with Prussian
was necessary to prevent this from being furtheetpy Prussia. For failing to
receive compensation for Prussian expansion aRé6,1the balance of power
tipped in Prussian favor and fear of France wasedu The war was therefore
fought to maintain European balance of power.

Napoleon was faced with opposition at home. Tediattention and to gratify
these elements opposing him, glory had to be scaggthtthe war served well the
purpose. It would not only divert opposition andte the nation behind him, but
would also be able to strengthen his position byyghnd victory.

The Empress Eugenie was anxious for a victoriougovwsave the tottering Empire
for her son. The war party at court added to thpettus. After all the clerical
faction favored Austria and inclined to condemnt@stant Prussian. French
opinion regarded Sadowa as a French defeat. AlteFrance must avenge on
Prussia for the humiliation suffered after 186@i@ hands of Bismarck. Bismarck
had rejected French say in the Peace of Nickelskaurd had refused to support
French protection over Belgium and had upset Frgnolchase of Luxumburg.
France had to revenge on Prussia on these reasons.

Causes of Prussian part (Prussia’s responsibilit large or small?)
Bismarck also desired a war with France. Germauyhad long-standing griev-
ances against France because obitter memories left by the conquest of Ger-
many by Napoleon | and also France had had alwaysayored to keep Germany
weak and divided.
To Bismarck, the war was inevitable if he was tahyuGermany under Prussia.
France stood in the way. Napoleon declared th#tduunion of the three parts of
North German Confederation, South German stateg\asttia would be opposed
and if Bismarck should venture to “touch the SoG#rman states, French guns
would be off by themselves.” Yet Bismarck wantedfigation and a Germany
demanded that the war lay in the logic of histdtyvas necessary in the interest of
Prussia and German unity. Bismarck believed Framgeld oppose Prussia’s
growing power.
He thus wanted to strike at her at a time conven@iPrussia not to France. As
Bismarck would envisage, a war against a commomgmeould unite the whole
of Germany behind Prussia. A war with France waulolise a national spirit in
Germany so that the south German states- Bavauagewiberg and Baden would
surrender their independence and to unite thenselrth the North German
Confederation, to feel the necessity of Prussiasteption and to realize that
German unity was strength in face of French menmagsrcoming cultural and re-
ligious differences, and attachment to state rights
Even before the Treaty of Prague was signed, Bickizad been busstaging the
next series of diplomatic maneuversvhich would complete the political unifi-
cation of Germany under Prussia:
I.  Bismarck signed treaties with Bavaria and othetlse states that opened
them to Prussian influence.
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The first clash between France and Prussia cametlow@uestion of Napo-
leon 1II's rewards for his neutrality in the Sevreeks’ War. Napoleon llI
began to ask Bismarck for compensation as proninstte Biarritz interview
in 1865. By so doing, he brought about the revofatationalism among the
Germans, particularly those in the south Germaesta

B Napoleon Ill had not calculated on the proficiemfythe Prussian army.
The speedy and overwhelming Prussian victory thedahis plans to act
as mediator. Before the Treaty of Prague was dighe had begun to
demand territory on France’s eastern frontier aspsmsation for having
remained neutral. This would have meant the cessfoterritory be-
longing to the south German states. Although Brsktaas determined
not to yield an inch of land, he encouraged thenémeambassador
Benedetti to put the demands in writing. Upon reogl them, Bismarck
at once communicated them to the south Germarsstitesas enough to
cause the latter to throw themselves into the asmBrussia. Secret
treaties were arranged in which Prussia guararthesdterritory and they
promised to put their armies under Prussian comroase of war.

B After rejecting the French demand, Bismarck tolgppdlaon the possibil-
ity of obtaining non-German territory as a meaniatering his tottering
prestige. Beneditti then recognized the incorponadf the south German
states in the North German Confederation if Pruagiald assist her in
acquiring Belgium. Bismarck then again made cettiaat these were put
into writing. Nonetheless, Bismarck later publiditeem at a moment
when they served to scare Britain and Belgium artt-French policies;

B Again failed to obtain Belgium, Napoleon Il wanteml buy some as to
regain prestige. Then he wanted to get Luxemburige question was
again complicated. By the treaty of 1839 Luxembwes given to Hol-
land and was garrisoned by Prussian troops. A®mimirg had been a
member of the old German Confederation, Bismarck alde to use the
protests of enraged German nationalists as a réasogfusal, and all that
Napoleon could obtain was the withdrawal of thesBian garrison. This
incident only intensified ill-will between the Freim and the Germans.
Bismarck could then count on the support of thetls@erman states. On
the other hand, Bismarck was careful however, tmlaot the whole affair
without provoking the French too much. Though leé&eved a contest
with France to be inevitable, he had to wait utitig military party at
Berlin was ready. When Napoleon himself renourfusdscheme, it ap-
peared as if the war cloud was lifted from Eurdp#, fresh provocation
was soon to be supplied by the question of the Riobléern candidature
for the vacant Spanish throne.

Bismarck did not really have to do anything to &elFrance from Italy, for the

Italians resented the presence of the French garmsRome stationed there

since 1849. Besides, Italy had acquired Venetiautgh the help of Prussia;

England resented the French claims to Belgiumaianalevealed by Bismarck,

as Belgium independence had been guaranteed bariehglt was therefore

very unlikely that she would help France in therg\ad war with Prussia.

Russia was on friendly terms with Prussia on actotithe personal friend-

ship between Bismarck and the Russian Tzar, soRhasian neutrality was

more or less assured. Besides Bismarck had stremedl this friendship by
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promising to agree to tearing up of the Black Saase of the Treaty of Paris
1856. The Black Sea had been neutralized so thatanship, not even Rus-
sian, could be kept in the Black Sea.

vi. Bismarck knew that Austria would not be in a pasitio help France. She had
not yet recovered from the Austro-Prussian Ware & to watch Russia on
her eastern frontiers. She felt grateful to Paugsi the moderate terms im-
posed on her in the Treaty of Prague.

C. Immediate Causes: Spanish Succession Crisis atiet Ems Telegram

1. In the first half of 1870, Prussia and France cglad over the Spanish throne
candidature. After Queen Isabella had been drignn the 1868 Revolution, the
Spaniards looked around Europe for a new rulehe Spanish throne was offered
at Bismarck’s instigation to Prince Leopold of Hobhellern-Sigmaringen, a rela-
tive of the king of Prussia, who was the head eftdfohenzollern family.

2. Twice Leopold refused the offer. When, howevenas renewed in 1870, he
accepted it. As it was expected that Leopoldtgasion in Spain would bring still
further gains both in prestige and in material it Prussia, it was welcomed in
Prussia and equally warmly opposed in France. déeréeared encirclement, should
Hohenzollern rule on both the Rhine and the Pyrenee

3. Ong" July the French Foreign Minister announced thd¢ssmthe Hohenzollern
candidate were withdrawn, France would treat theéenas a cause of war. Under
diplomatic pressure and not reluctant to back divam so insecure a career as that
of a Spanish monarch, Prince Leopold withdrew hrsdidature on f@JuIy. The
French government regarded it as a diplomatic icdmd moved a step forward
deciding to demand from Prussia guarantees thatdhdidature would not be
renewed, thus giving Bismarck the chance of Enegtain.

4. Benedetti was instructed to seek such assuranassnadly from the king of
Prussia and sought out William at Ems on 13 Jubg@nting the demand. The
king received him courteously but firmly refusedjtee any such guarantee. Later
he even sent one of his aids to Benedetti to satytth then regarded the affair as
closed. A telegram was sent to Bismarck in Betigfjng him what had taken
place. There seemed no occasion here for waif antfor Bismarck it would not
have led to war.

5. Ems Telegrams
I. Bismarck wanted war and he strongly believed thatttme was ripe. He

bitterly deplored the king’s mild behavior and rested the events of 12 and 13
July as a humiliating surrender before French deisianAt the time he re-
ceived the Ems Telegram, he was dining with vonrRaxad von Moltke. All
three, bent as they were on war, became greathesegd.

ii. Bismarck had permission to inform the press andRhessian embassies
abroad if he wished. He slightly edited the ted@gr and published it in the
newspaper. The condensed version made it appatathih king’s refusal to
see Benedetti again was due not to his having heasd of Leopold’s with-
drawal, but to the very nature of Benedetti's arggidemands. It thus left with
the German people the impression that the Frendbassador had been in-
solent while it led the French to believe that tremnbassador had been in-
sulted.

lii. Both German and French public opinion were so §gasind so excitable that
when this news came out in the Press of both cesnir caused hysterical
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reactions. France felt insulted and clamored for t@aavenge her honor;
German opinion rejoiced at the king's defiancerfarranted claims. On 19
July France finally declared war on Prussia anceapgal as aggressor.

Causes for Prussian victory:

A.J. Taylor: “a triumph of view, a triumph of plamg, of fore-fought, of occasion
direction.”

1.

The French people had been told by the MinisteWaf that everything was in
readiness down to the last button of the last geftéhe last soldier. According to
Benedetti, the people received with transportsntiiesiasm, when they heard of
the news that war had been declared. Actuallyethad been little preparation for
war. The war revealed an appalling state of inifficy and confusion in the
French military system. The railways were not pregd for transport, munitions
were not ready; conscription had never been prpgeforced, and the number of
troops mobilized fell far short of expectation.

France also suffered from divided counsels. Mdrdhhacmahon commanded in
Alsace, Marshall Bazaine in Lorraine, with no colesed strategy to coordinate
their actions. Napoleon Ill, courageously fightimg won physical weakness, was
in no condition to unify the command. Divisionjfshg plan and tradition ham-
pered the French efforts.

Empress Engenie exercised unwise influence. A&aewtn Paris was a better plan
from a military point of view, but was resisted ogr for political considerations.
Therefore Bazaine was forced to defend Metz andskias up. Macmahon was
likewise resisted and compelled to march to reliBaeaine with the result that he
was surrounded and forced to surrender at Sedan.

The calculated support from Italy and Austria fdite materialize. Italy did not
help because she insisted on the evacuation of Rochavanted a chance to seize
the city garrisoned by French troops. Austria nerinered the bitter defeat of 1866
and was still exhausted and did not forget theelecy received in the hands of
Bismarck. Thus the Emperor declined to commit Aagb immediate action in a
dispute between France and Prussia on a purely &erssue. In this aspect,
France stood alone, as sighed by the French primister.

The French armies were in general decisively iofetd the Prussian forces in
arms, in generalship, and even in numbers. Thssknu army was scientifically
organized. Prussian command was superior anddumit®loltke. For two years
von Miltke had been preparing for this campaigrd amen the time came every
detail was ready. Within three weeks of the mahtion order, nearly 500,000
German troops were concentrated on the Frenchdronthile the French had only
half that number. From the very beginning, then@ser victory was certain.
Prussians were superior in artillery, scouting,ggaphical knowledge, in disci-
pline, in initiative and in weapons. Indeed, thed3ian needle-guns were better
than the French chesspot. The Germans had pléngépiot and enthusiasm.
Bismarck succeeded in making France appear asgtjressor by declaring war
first.

The war had been kept as a duel, and involvedind power. It was the nemesis
of Napoleon III's restless policy that France fouratself friendless in Europe; it
was the victory of Bismarck’s policy that by judiais timing he contrived to iso-
late the conflict and prevent it becoming a widardpean war.
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IV.  Results

1. After repeated failure, France was forced to signTreaty of Frankfurt in 1871.
Accordingly,
I. France was to surrender to the Germans the mrevof Alsace and most of
Lorraine;

ii. France was to pay an indemnity of 5 billionrfcas;
lii. A German army of occupation would remain utiié indemnity was paid.

2. Creation of the autocratic Hohenzollern German EenpiThe most striking result
was the fulfillment of Bismarck’s plan for the uidtion of Germany and the es-
tablishment of a German Empire under Prussian Haodikmn leadership.

I.  The war in which troops from the south German stldaght side by side with
those of the North German Confederation raisedstrgiment for German
unity to such a pitch that it swept away whateuslilee of joining with the
northern states still existed in the south. By &ber 1870, while the war
was still in progress, treaties of union were neeged by Bismarck on behalf
of the North German Confederation with the govemisief the several South
German States. These treaties, duly ratified ey ghrliaments, simply
changed its name to the German Empire. The Kilyasdsia, instead of being
‘President of the Confederation’ was henceforttb¢ostyled ‘German Em-
peror.” On 18 January 1871 in the Hall of Mirrors in the Palaé¥ersailles,
the King of Prussia was proclaimed German Empefidre ceremony sym-
bolized the eyes of the world the newly-born urafythe German people.
Little Germany was unified.

ii. The Constitution of 1871, which was based on thesBwtion of 1867, was
adopted. Accordingly the Empire was confederatibstates under Prussian
hegemony; and it was in control of the armed faroestoms, commerce,
transport and the postal services. Contributi@msesponding to the need to
increase the income of the imperial treasury wegeired by the federal states.

lii. The Bundersrat (Federal Council) which was compadaépresentatives of
the States was set up. Nonetheless, as Tayl@awed, it was never consulted
on any important question. The Reichstag in witElmembers were elected
by universal suffrage was founded. Nonethelessatithority was very lim-
ited.

iv. Under the newly-born Germany, the General Stafpoasible for military
affairs was also under the direct command of thgKiMoreover, the Imperial
Chancellor, usually also the Prime Minister of RBraswas the agent of the
Emperor. He was the chairman of the Federal Cband supervisor of the
secretaries of states and the imperial bureaucrdtyvas democratic super-
ficially but autocratic in reality.

3. It was a turning point in French history
I.  The immediate effect of the French defeat wastti@Second French Empire
collapsed. The Paris Commune was set up as asgmotests but soon was
suppressed. After bitter fighting the riots wergmessed. The incident
however left much bitterness , which exacerbateddhations between people
of Paris and the Governments of France for thigsrg, retarded French so-
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cialism by three decades, and provided internatisaeialism with its fun-

damental martyrology.

The loss of Alsace-Lorraine signified the end aérfedh hegemony in Conti-
nental Europe and sowed the seeds of Franco-Genostitity in the subse-
guent half a century. In order to compensate pdggically, France, which
was deliberately encouraged by Bismarck, activelgaged in colonial ex-
pansion. Hence it led to serious conflicts withes powers including Britain,
Italy and even Germany.

French vengeance on Germany explained why Clemengaa so severe to
Germany in the Paris Peace Conference of 1919.

4. lItaly’s complete unification

The Franco-Prussian War enabled the Italians dsas¢he Germans to round
out and strengthen their national state. On tleeoéBedan, Napoleon I, hard
pressed for troops, withdrew the French garrisomfiRome and left Pope
Pius IX to defend his temporal rule as best heccauth only the assistance of
his personal guards and a small force of foreiganteers.

The government of King Emmanuel Il, with Bismargkpeoval, ordered an
Italian army of 60,000 men to invade and occupyRhpal State. A plebiscite
ratified the appropriation of the Papal State kg ingdom of Italy, and in
1871 Rome became the national capital. Italiafiaation was hence com-
pleted.

5. The Eastern Question

The fall of Napoleon Ill permitted the undoing ofodher part of his work. In
this instance, the Russian Tzar, also with Bisniarblenevolent approval,
denounced tin October 1870- the articles of thafiref Paris of 1856 which
limited Russian naval forces and armaments in thelBSea; and a conference
of the powers, meeting in London in March 187 1pfally assented.

It was an omen of renewed Russian aggression aghm®ttoman Empire.
Thus the Eastern Question was revived when Rusdiaohce more her
strength in the Black Sea. This was followed biydwivity in the Balkans.
Austria after the War found out that it was betterely on Germany than to
revenge on her. Henceforth Austria depended om@&eisupport to her ex-
pansion into the Balkans. In this sense the AtRtrssian conflict was in-
evitable and finally leading up to the Congres®8eflin 1878 and hence the
First World War.

6. Effect on Europe as a whole

The international situation was completely chang€dere was a current say-
ing that “Europe had lost a mistress, but had ghamenaster.” The center of
European gravity shifted from Paris to Berlin; amider the guidance of
Bismarck the German Empire established a virtugehwny over the Con-
tinent. This Bismarck became the fulcrum not ooflyGermany but also of

European politics. The period of Bismarck was tteemaugurate.

After the defeat of France, Bismarck regarded Fedhe irreconcilable enemy
of the German Empire and the inveterate disturb&uosopean peace. Con-
sequently the so-called Bismarckian nightmare tethé emergence of Alli-
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ance system in order to isolate France. This defersystem later turned to
aggressive one and finally led to the WWI.

Since the outstanding political issues were settedopean powers were free
to expand outside Europe. In fact they had tay that unification had little
room for European territorial contest. This lednperialism and war.
Coupled with this, the settlement to these problemsification allowed the
powers to turn to internal development. Indusizalon after 1870 was
marked. For example, German industrialization f@agditated and Germany
became the most important Power of the world. Tinisished impetus for
expansion abroad to acquire colonies as souraesvainaterials, markets and
outlet for investment. Imperialism fostered artidéasily to conflicts and war.
The success of Bismarck in his object by ‘Blood &ond’ was enough to give
example and encouragement to Europe to settleiiseies and differences by
force instead of by negotiations. This paved tlag ¥or later armament race
and the First World War.
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Assess the importance of the Zollverein and the 1848 Revolutions
in history of the German unification.

The master-piece of Bismarck-the concept of GeymanPrussia, or some
historians call it the ‘unification of Germany’ &ways regarded under the direct in-
fluence of the Zollverein and the 1848 revolutiofhe 1848 Revolutions offered more
constructive influence, but always associated Bigmarck’s brilliant statesmanship.
The 1848 Revolutions, including its results andssmuences, were only raw materials.
More importantly, Bismarck’s policy was in some wayspired by the revolutions. On
the other hand, some effects of the revolutionatliyeontributed for the foundation of
German unification. The importance of the Zollerand the 1848 Revolutions in the
history of the German unification will be givenfaiows.

Zollverein was formed in 1834, it was a customoanbetween the German
states. Prussia initiated such union. Natural became the leader. Her rival, Aus-
tria was excluded. Some smaller states, such asuda Oldenburg, Mecklenburg and
the three Hansa towns remained outside after 1@ yédt’s formation.

The Zollverein was almost the only serious everhe ‘quiet years’. It should
be pointed out that in a short run and also in saspects it was not a step towards the
unification of Germany, but a device for making thefication of Germany less nec-
essary; it was the price which the German prinicediding the King of Prussia, paid
for continuing to exist. Moreover, it was an aceiment of the princes, not of the
peoples. The concessions which it involved weokewitly opposed in the Chambers of
the lessor states; and if Prussia, who made thategtefinancial concessions, had
possessed a parliament, the Zollverein would nkage been established. The Zoll-
verein became, in time, a powerful instrument imudB8ra’s control of Germany.
However the Prussian statesmen who made the Zeitvbad not the slightest idea of
its political consequences; they saw only the ramyblunworkable frontiers and de-
sired to save money on their customs officers.

No one however, should minimize the importanc&aifverein. As Marriot
and Robertson pointed out, “For the first time Gangnbecame a fiscal and commercial
unit.” The Zollverein united the German statebamds of mutual economic interests.
It united them under the leadership of Prussia;igadcustomed them to the exclusion
of Austria from the Germanic body. More importaftall is that the semblance of
political union was careful avoided, but the gewhgolitical union were nevertheless
present in the growing community of material ins¢se

As Bowring stated, “the general feeling in Germémyards the Zollverein is
that it is the first step towards what is called tBermanization of the people. By the
community of interests on commercial and tradingsgions it had broken down some
of the strongest holds of alienation and hostditg its has paved the way for a political
nationality- it has subdued much local feeling aabdit and replaced them by a wider
and stronger element of German nationality.” Agaitient, sagacious and even lib-
eral in its negotiations with its weak neighborsjd3ia silently connected with itself
through the ties of financial union States whick h&herto looked to Austria as their
natural head. The reputation of the Prussian Guorent no less than the welfare of the
Prussian people was advanced by each succesgivm shee extension of the Zollver-
ein.
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Thus, the German Customs Union, though in a gliortretarded the unifica-
tion, was in a long run important. This could leeealed by the argument of some
historians such as Keyney that German was unifiedolal and iron instead of blood
and iron. Indeed, military and diplomatic worksrevenot unimportant. Historians
blamed that the 1848 revolutions had no resolugnam, thus it failed, but Bismarck’s
‘revolution’ had a perfect programs though withdetails. After 1849, we can notice
that several distinctive features appeared.

German nationalism grew in this period, precig&lyssian patriotism rose. It
could be reflected in two ways. First, the cauddbhe phenomenon was greatly due to
the 1848 revolutions. After 1848-49, the monarshiere discredited, for their dis-
honesty in the Frankfurt Assembly and their reaetry policy. Bismarck knew that to
make the dynasty to survive, national coloring wasential. Thus, such kind of dy-
nastic nationalism grew. The Danish crisis 1864 wae of the stimulus for the na-
tional sentiment in Germany.

The Vienna Settlement and the old fashioned despatere also destroyed in
the revolution, Prussia escaped from the engageofddoly Alliance. Vienna Set-
tlement opposed German unification, and despotetarded German liberal and na-
tional movement. Once the settlement was destrdlgeg turned to the new slogans of
‘nationalism’. Feudalism was abandoned in thedtasEurope in 1848, the emanci-
pated serfs went to the cities as laborers, anddtbgan to approach nationalism. Since
their minds are easily persuaded, they would fetlang united country was better than
lordship.

German revolution was fatal mainly because itsippants were diversified
into socialist, radical or other ideas. Bismareélized that if “Prussia was divided by
ideological fragmentation, unification could hardlycceed.” Then he created a feeling
of nationalism by provoking foreign threat, in DgimiWar, Austro-Prussian War and
the Franco-Prussian War. His aim was achievedtiamal sentiment grew between the
people. Precisely, German nationalism began i3 18t 1848 nationalism was
pseudo-nationalism since the liberals only aimelibatty but concerned little for na-
tional unity. Bismarck was the creator of Germatianalism.

Liberalism and sovereignty of the people weressed in the 1848 revolution.
Liberalism was discredited due to the uncompromgisattitude of the liberals who
caused the revolution to die. The liberals onlgcayned with their own privileges in
1848 but ignored other demands. So many of theandidned liberalism and turned to
German patriotism. Bismarck diversified the massénd from people’s sovereignty
to patriotism. They were induced to put the stdtéheir first importance and aban-
doned their demand for liberty. The glory of DénWar and Seven Week’s War once
again made both the liberals and nationalists quiet

Dictatorship was practiced in Germany after 1868en Bismarck came to
office. He ignored the parliament and increasedtéxation for army expenditure.
This was also caused by the 1848 revolution. KB18he parliamentary system was
discredited by the inefficient Frankfurt Assembl$o the people tolerated the dicta-
torship of Bismarck. Moreover, Bismarck thoughteesely that the Frankfurt As-
sembly gave a chance for the Germans to voice dpainion, he was afraid that de-
mocracy would grow, so he strictly controlled treglmment.

Another feature was the rise of rationalism ara pmlitik which led to the
belief of force and war. Rationalism was causethbyfailure of Romanticism in 1848.

35



Alevel History Notes Paper1 Hong Kong Association of History Educators

Sir Lewis Namica realized that the 1848 revolutiesmwere dreamers, their romantic
ideas contributed nothing to the revolution. Ma@m the revolutions were crushed by
armies. People then realized that forces couldrdghe anything. Practically they
believed in forces more than theories after theltgion. They all believed that the
aims of the 1848 revolution could not be achiewedhanifestoes and barricades but by
blood and iron. Even the most anti-invasion lite@so supported Bismarck after
Sadowa 1866. Bismarck had the same opinion; eeeredalized that the political
technique must be renewed. The was because th&amnal belief in politics was
changed. Politicians such as Castlereagh, Tahdy@uld never be found; they
stressed on peace, mutual help, balance of powdlemanal. However, the atmosphere
of 1848 gave the politicians an idea that militatyength could also be used. Thus,
‘realpolitik’ as advocated by Bismarck and Cavoppeared.

Prussian leadership began to be transformed f@#8 and completed in 1867.
The downfall of Metternich caused a political vacyuhe strongest Prussia became the
first choice though no one thought Prussia woulthledeader before 1848. However,
Prussia could not succeed Metternich immediateiytil 1867, Austrian’s influence in
Germany was almost expelled. The Prussian arngdaas a protector in the 1848
Revolution, gave confidence to the princes. SA.8W0 the princes went to Prussia for
protection when a crisis came.

Austria was seriously weakened since she hadvetejreat disturbances in
Hungary and Italy. These two revolutions helpedsBia to assume leadership to a
certain extent. Moreover, in the Frankfurt Assgmthe Archduke John was a poor
leader. Since the princes had tasted the situafiteaderless, they were eager to seek
one to replace the deteriorating old man. Prudisem, largely due to the revolution of
1848 built up the foundation of her leadership.

In the 19th century, no country could achieveihdependence or unification
without foreign assistance. For instance, GreBedgium and Italy also got foreign
help. Germany was not an exception. In the 1848lution, the revolutionaries failed
partly because they had no foreign help. Bismknekv the importance of foreign help
especially when he wanted to expel some poweréuhehts from the country. At least
the foreign powers’ neutrality must be secured. thia Danish War, Bismarck had
Russian neutrality. In the Seven Weeks War, he Fratich neutrality and in the
Franco-Prussian war, he had Austrian neutralityoréddver, he made use of the for-
eigner’s national pride to fulfill his destiny. Hiefeated Denmark in 1863, Austria in
1866 and France in 1870. These three wars cotedba lot to the unification of
Germany, but the idea was originated from the tevahs of 1848.

To conclude, while the Zollverein paved the way golitical unification, the
1848 Revolution taught the Germans a good les®dhnile the Zollverein consolidated
the internal forces, the 1848 revolution guided @®rmans to a correct direction.
German nationalism after 1848 paved the way forulienate nation forming, army
strength. ‘Realpolitik’ were definitely processedachieve unification at that time. It
can be said that both were rather significant éouttimate success.
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Bismarck declared: “The great questions of the day will not be de-
cided by speeches or by majority decisions...but by blood and iron.”
Was he right? Did blood and iron decide the course of German
history in the 19th century?

Bismarck made the above comment after the fadfitbe Frankfurt Assembly
aiming at unifying Germany (the great question e tlay). But were speeches or
majority decisions the main cause, or even on&é®fcauses, of the failure? What is
known, however, is that Bismarck did unify Germarihe means he employed were
many and varied. “Blood and iron” was without dblis main policy. Was this and its
subsequent application the cause for his success?

After Napoleon’s conquest in the early 19th centhat they were at that time
scattered loosely in the form of the German Confadms, the German people wished
to build their own nation. The Confederation ire#d even the Austrian Empire, yet
lacked leader. That is why during the Frankfursémbly, the first and most important
guestion was to choose between a Great Germamylingl Austria or a Little Germany
excluding Austria. People grew weary as time pgdbed enthusiasm grew lukewarm.
Without their support, the Assembly was little mdhan a debating hall. People
wanted deeds, not words. This, however, doesetsssarily mean that “words” were
unimportant. The problem was a matter of tactitse masses needed and asked for a
plan with substance. The delegated failed to theen this. For among the delegates,
“there was not sufficient interest at this timeumty for its own sake: everyone con-
cerned had a particularist or class or persorat@grind first.” The delegates failed to
unify the multiplicity of the masses. In TheoddreHamberow’s words, “the Frank-
furt Parliament could not reflect the multipliciof interest of the German people.”
Their failure was due to the inherent defects efAlssembly : “it was the creation of a
liberal middle class resolved to make its dominaodition secure in a new system of
government.” Moreover, the delegates “lacked #@igs for recognizing opportunity
and swiftly taking time by the forelock. It forgtitat in a wildly excited age history
does not wait for the thinker, and so it was doomoddil in everything.” As Bismarck
remarked: “the great question of the day will netdecided by speeches or by majority
decisions.”

The delegates of the Frankfurt Assembly were ,ghitefessionals, and middle
class. They saw the problems of unification arditha support of German people. But
they lacked a mentality compatible with those wiad Ineal power to determine Ger-
many’s fate. At one time, they offered the thrémé¢he Prussian King, William I. He
refused not because he did not want to be thedi@ermany, but because he did not
want to share power with the Assembly. That is whgn though the delegates had
support form below, they failed. Bismarck, by cast, was a pragmatist. He knew that
support from above was most critical. The massekth be led, and he was to lead
them. This pragmatist view of politics was centoahis famous comment that “blood
and iron” would dictate the course of events. kknlihe delegates, Bismarck had de-
signed a plan for action.

Bismarck from the outset knew that the world wamohated and decided by
realpolitik. Power politics dominated the thinkirgpnd mentality of the Powers.
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Without military force, as it were, no unificatiah Germany was possible. The dele-
gates at the Frankfurt Assembly regarded as dangdrp within France, Austria, or
even the Prussian King, William I. It was doomeddilure from the very beginning.
Bismarck knew this and acted accordingly. In th@m@an War, he secured the
friendship of Russia, without provoking the othemgrs. This is exactly realpolitik.
Prussia at that time was not a major Power in Eiroghe other Powers let her alone.
Fore here mere intention to unify posed a threath& other Powers. Reason, or
“words”, would not work here. What would work wid® manipulation of the balance
of power in Europe. Russia could be a potential in the North. Thus, Bismarck had
to secure neutrality from Russia when he took gegsstoward unification. That is why
when the Poles rose up against Russia, Bismardetdussia. Nor could he afford to
irritate the other Powers. Thus came neutrality.

Then came the question of Schleswig-Holstein.mB&isk tactfully lured Aus-
tria to make the two states a sphere of influerloel863, as suggested by the phrase
“blood and iron”, Bismarck provoked a war with Adatostensibly over the handling
of the two states. “The world has to be presemtitd a fait accompli,” remarked a
historian. The Seven Week’s War ended with Pruassiaisition of the Schleswig and
Holstein. After this saw the creation of North @an Confederation consisting of
Frankfurt, Hanover, Nassau, and Hesse-Cassel. dtés plan did not end here,
however. More blood had yet to be shed. In 18/marck tempted Napoleon to fight
the Franco-Prussian War. Needless to say, Bismbefkre fighting the war, secured
the neutrality of all the major Powers. He newerght a two-front war. He knew what
politics in Europe at that time. France surrendeneSeptember 1871, ceding Alsace,
and most of Lorraine, to the new German state. sTdampleted the unification of
Germany.

Given the failure of the Frankfurt Assembly, am@ success of Bismarck’s
plan, the “blood and iron” policy was the produthes acknowledgment of realpolitk.
Realpolitik means “political realism, especiallylipg based on power rather than ide-
als.” The delegates at the Frankfurt Assembly eomed with ideals resulted in failure.
Bismarck, concerned with power, succeeded. Huis that Bismarck’s diplomacy and
shrewd maneuver of events contributed to the ssesesHowever, he could not make
use of these means alone to achieve the end. tEaethe moved, he had to resort to
war: first with the Danes, then with the Austriamsl finally the French. Without war,
his shrewdness and diplomacy would have achievéte.li Well before the
Schleswig-Holstein affair, Bismarck had concludedtt‘the duchies could not be ac-
quired without war.” Diplomacy could only serve the background against which
actions were to be taken to achieve the end. fiéad questions of the day indeed had to
be discussed. But speeches and majority decismrd not and did not solve the great
guestions of the day. It was an age in which pquaditics, realpolitick, and military
strength would decide events. “Blood and iron” wrees only means by which the end
could be met. The liberals not only those in Gerynlaut also those in Italy, thought
otherwise. They all failed, as they were doomeddo European Powers at that time
were thinking in terms of security and balancea#er. Would France, Austria, Russia
or any other Powers allow a strong rival at the@irders? If they had allowed liberal
means to achieve the end, whatever it was, themethedutions of 1848 would have
succeeded. And this might cause trouble to therasel In short, Bismarck and his
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colleague politicians would not allow “speeches amajority decisions” decide the
course of event. The only means available wasothknd iron”.
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Discuss the role of economic development of Prussia in the German
Unification.

J.M. Keynes stated that “The German Empire wals imare truly on Coal and
Iron than Blood and Iron.”. To him, the economevdlopment of Prussia after 1820s
was a decisive factor of German Unification 187@. fact, the economic unity of
Prussia eventually created a sense of politicalywamnong the German states. It ex-
cluded Austria from the unification and ensuredgrexlominance of Prussia in German
Empire after 1870. In the following | would like tliscuss the role of economic de-
velopment in the German Unification.

The economic development of Prussia should beoased into two aspects:
the Customs Union and the internal reform of Paussi

In Germany after 1850, the Industrial Revolutioenivat full speed. The pro-
duction of coal increased from 3,000,000 tons #8L® nearly 30,000,000 in 1871, far
exceeding that of Belgium and France combined. mhaaufacture of raw iron in-
creased from 1,100,000 to 3,000,000 tons. Frosrdpid development the steels and
ammunition makers obtained their strength, and Brskused it to accomplish his
ends.

Early in 1839, the first important railway wasadished. After 1850 railway
was extended till Germany had a system of 11,508srbly 1870. The building of new
iron tracks opened up the interior lands of Germangught chances to entrepreneurs
and removed natural impediments to German integratin 1847, there was a “Union
of German Railways” means the railway networks vidéilin as center, improved the
communication among states and helped the milisates serve the strategic needs.
From 1850 to 1870, the government raised 20 milioands for railway construction.

Moreover in 1850 to 1871, there was a growth endisstem of banking which
played a vital part in mobilizing capital for integent in business and industry. 230
million was raised for new banks. So after 187das possible for the Imperial to hold
German banks into a formidable financial power.

Also, the Prussian-styled Agrarian Revolution aoly increased productivity
but also provide the factories with more new matsri It also led to the rapid growth of
Prussian economy.

More importantly, in the economic field, Prusstank the lead by establishing
the Zollverein. It had its root in 1818, developetb nearly an all-German economic
association aiming at the promoting the fortunesefmber states. In May 1818, after
the “Protectionist theories of List”, an unifornmrifhwas imposed on all Prussian ter-
ritories. Duties on trade between her own hand®ewabolished. This new law was a
victory for the principle of free trade. The labdished most internal customs barriers,
and allowed most raw-material into duty free, imgmbsnly 10% duty on manufactured
goods. The new tariff, in the long run, made lasgale economic expansion possible.
Prussia quickly absorbed a number of tiny enclavesher system. In 1834, a formal
economic organization, Zollverein was establishath wnembership of almost all
German states excluding Austria and few other state

In this way, German economic development and Rmgzonomic domination
led to political unity. Firstly, with a growing dlustrial power, the new army was better
equipped than that of any other country. The reegdh proved to be a success when
put to test in the war with Denmark. The newly pbeted railway network which
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ensured the high mobility of troops was the chégision for the speedy victory snatched
from Austrian in 1866. Again, the superiority ieavy artillery proved invincible in the
1870 war during the Prussian invasion into France.

Besides, the establishment of Zollverein also medentual unification of
German possible. Firstly, it helped break down ghevincial barriers and brought
town and country nearer together and underlinedhé&ael for national unification.

Secondly, it's logical to conclude that withoue thetting up of Zollverein under
Prussia, eventual unification might not have comsuch early year of 1870 as re-
sources might not have exploited and railways, strits might not have set up in such
an early year of the 1840-50s. Thus military waith Denmark, Austria and France
might not have won which indirectly brought to ucaftion.

Moreover, the establishment of Zollverein madels@arman states loyal to
Prussia and thus sense of belonging was fosteriedas under the guidance of Prussia
because Prussia seemed to bring wealth and gldheto. Thus, eventual unification
was easier for it was set up by Prussia, not Aastfihe Germans thought that the new
ruler of German Empire should be Prussia insteadlustria. It clearly indicated that
economic unification brought political unification.

To conclude, the role of economic developmentragéfia in the unification was
indeed very important. Without such developmenisBia would not be the leader of
the unification movement and not she could defe#testria and France so easily.
However, if there was just internal and economforras, but no diplomacy, the uni-
fication would not be achieved in 1870. In fabe wunification 1870 was a combine
product of “successful economic developments, fskitliplomacy, military reforms
and favorable international condition.”
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Cavour and Bismarck: similarities and differences

In 1870s, both German and Italian unification weoenpleted. In both coun-

tries, able leadership played an important roléhm final success. In drawing the
picture of Cavour and Bismarck’s contribution,stinescapable to find out that their
contribution and work were not all the same inaeraspects.

Similarities

1.

Both learnt a lesson from the previous failure, andinderstood the importance
of real politick. Both statesmen learnt lessons from the failureirofication
movement in 1830 and 1848 respectively. They wstded well that only liber-
alism and nationalism could not solve the exispngblems: the suppression from
great powers. They understood that might is rigbéwvour hence carried out a lot
of internal reforms and sought foreign assistarBsmarck also strengthened the
internal military, economic powers and used skiltfiplomacy to isolate the ene-
mies.

In the aspect of liberal development, both acted aegative role.

I.  Itwould be an exaggeration to say that Cavourrdmuted to constitutionalism
and the strengthening of parliamentary democradyi@dmont. He had no
scruples in restoring to arbitrary and non-parliatagy means to secure his
personal power. For example, he still joined thien€an War in order to raise
the international prestige of Piedmont despitepiiamentary objection. He
defended Parliament because it made him strongnglliberal support.

ii. Bismarck was ruthless in disregarding parliamentdeals practices. For
many times he disregarded the decisions made lramp&nt. For example,
when the lower house of the Parliament continuectfiese to vote the army
budget, Bismarck solved this problem by ignoring Barliament and illegally
collecting taxes to finance the military programrtorease and reorganize the
Prussian army so that it was strong enough to wynwaar it undertook. Like
Cavour and despite his assertions on the absotwterpof the Prussian king,
he deliberately shaped the constitutional systef@evmany in 1867 and 1873
to bolster his position as German Chancellor. rv@te of the two cared to
build a political party system to gain predominamc@arliament.

As diplomat both Cavour and Bismarck were talentedapt at exploiting the

foolishness or rivalries of their enemies.

i. Cavour calculated on the clash of French and Aarstambition in Italy.
(examples? Pact of Plombieres) Cavour nearly Issgame when Napoleon
lll deserted him by signing the Treaty of Villafiewith Francis Joseph of
Austria. He prevented a total loss by his intrgguethe central duchies, and
even gained the Papal States and the south oblggdlaying upon the fears for
a republican revolution. However his dependenc&rance wrote off a least
Venetia and Rome from the 1860 settlement in Italy.

ii. Bismarck isolated Austria by allying with Italy, dmsolated France by exag-
gerating French pretensions in the Rhinelandsm8&isk however showed a
firmer grasp of the realities and played with aestard.

Both believed in war to be an extension of diplomgcand a means for the

ultimate solutions of issues between nations.
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From the process of issues the first step take@awur was to prepare a war
with Austria. This proved that he regarded waamasmportant and effective

way to complete the unification.

From the Blood and Iron policy, it is clear thasBiarck regarded war as the
essential way of unification. From the processification, he emphasized

on military development and completed the unifmatinrough the three wars
with Denmark, Austria and France respectively.

5. Both aimed at overturning the Austrian influence, br Cavour in north Italy
and Bismarck in German Confederation. In other wods, both set before
them the task of destroying the Vienna Settlement.

For Cavour, it was the aggrandizement of Piedmwmiridlude North Italy and
the central duchies, for there lay the future @diont’s growing economy.
In the Congress of Vienna, however, they were paleu either direct or in-
direct control of Austria. Piedmontization or ua#tion hence meant expul-
sion of Austrian influence. In the unification wdrence, defeat of Austria
meant annexation of Italian lands.

For Bismarck, he thought only of the security ¢ #utocratic rule in Prussia
and yet, unless it was extended throughout Germiawwpuld not be safe even
in Prussia, for this reason he was to drive Ausitutof Germany and tramp
over the liberal rights of the German states as dm in 1865 to
Schleswig-Holstein, in 1867 to the north Germatestad in 1871 to the south
German states.

6. Both made their respective government lead the caasof national unity,
merely to avert an internal revolution.

Cavour put himself first, he wanted to unify thaliin states under Piedmont
leadership. He annexed Lombardy and the centi@lids to prevent Mazz-
inian republicanism from spreading to the nortld envaded the south of Italy
to stop Garibaldi from capturing Rome and thusistirup a republican revo-
lution throughout Italy.

Similarly, Bismarck embarked on Prussian expansidhe hope of saving the
Hohenzollern’s autocratic rule and his ministrynfra liberal revolution. As
the question of military expenditure issue had tged into a political crisis,
Bismarck had to collect the increased taxes witltoatsent of the parliament
in 1862, an act which was unconstitutional. Thaticmal stubborn liberal
opposition in the Prussian Diet threatened uponpilecy of making the
Germans forget liberty by giving satisfaction te fopular demands for na-
tional unity and coupling it with intoxication ofiltary glories. Hence the
war with Denmark and with Austria broke out. lathy, if Bismarck shrank
from the cause of German unity, the German libexalgld achieve it through
a revolution.

7. Both Cavour and Bismarck aimed at a partial insteadof complete unification.
Each turned the nationalist favor at unificatiorthadir own advantage.

Cavour said in 1856 ‘the talk of Italian unity wadot of nonsense’. Yet he
reaped the fruits of Mazzini, Garibaldi and othatihn patriots’ unwavering

efforts. In the Plomberies Alliance, he even andhe hand aimed at unifying
the north Italy only and on the other he ceded Idiv@ Savoy to France.

In 1864-5 Bismarck refused to permit the union dfl8sig-Holstein, with the

German Bound, for it would increase Austrian infloe in the Diet. In

1866-67, he deliberately kept out the South Gerstates from the Confed-
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eration, for he feared that liberalism and Cathsdic of the South German
States would weaken Prussian leadership in thé&.néteé never for a moment
agreed to the plan for Great Germany to includedauand all other Germans
under one single flag, and in 1871 he even actettany to the principle of
nationality and of the purity of the German emplyg annexing Al-
sace-Lorraine.

8. Both were anti-clerical.

Cavour’s ministry affected dissolution of monastsrand the separation of the
Church from the State. He even reinforced the rR@d Constitution by
eliminating some privileges of clergymen.

Bismarck’s kulturkampf (it referred to the strugdietween the government
and the church over issues such as school managamerappointment of
church personnel) was directed against the Cathficence in Germany.
Both were realist, determinedly set against thamalte hold of the Church
over the political loyalty of individual subjects.

Differences
1. Bismarck was the leader and Cavour was the main ahitect.

‘Leader’ means that the whole unification prograrmswed by one person,
accordingly the whole plan and what methods shaaddone at different
stages was decided by him. It is clearly thatarother persons as important
as Bismarck in the unification. He planned thesmaith Denmark, Austria
and finally France. To prevent French revengeves elesigned the alliance
system.

‘Architect’ implied that the success of unificatisras not only the contribu-
tion of one single individual. Indeed, many sigraht persons also played
important roles in unification. King EmmanuelMazzini and Garibaldi were
good examples. Mazzini helped inspire the natistialidea in Italy, Gari-
baldi’'s conquest of the Two Sicilies completed tindication of South Italy.
After the death of Cavour in 1861, unification whfenetia and Rome was
completed by Emmanuel Il. Thus, we can see thab@awas not the only
participant in the unification. He reaped thetBwf Mazzini and Garibaldi.
Nonetheless, his skillful diplomacy and right methoof unification were
really very important to the success of Italianfication.

2. To A.J.P. Taylor, both of them were opportunistoveliways engrossed with the
present. They were also supreme practitionersapolitik and their success is to
be explained more by the profound and imaginatinasg of the immediate reali-
ties of international politics than by any allegauhtrol over the long-term course
of events. As he said, “they were masterly staggsamd not masterful supermen.”
Nonetheless, in response to the international tsitnaBismarck was relatively
active but Cavour was passive

From the German unification, we can see that Bisknaad designed a careful
plan and he actively exploited some favorable sinafor unification. By
inviting Austria at war with Denmark and by co-adistration over
Schleswig-Holstein, Bismarck trapped Austria intwmther war, after which
the Northern German Confederation was establisfidden by leaving the 4
Southern German states independent, Bismarck égg@lahe ambition of
Napoleon lll, and trapped France into war. Fin@grmany was unified in the
same sequence that Bismarck had expected. ltaghat some international
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changes such as the emergence of Italian kingdob8®1 was unexpected,
Bismarck had tried his very best to actively mage af the circumstances.

In the process of Italian unification Cavour negetively created any favor-
able international situation for unification. H& Bnd large just passively
waited for chances. Even he deliberately joinesl @rimean War, it just

shows that he was skillful and clever to use thenck to get friendship from
other powers, he had not carefully designed a pke.did not have any co-
ordination with the revolutionaries in South Itadyd just reaped the fruits of
Garibaldi. By exploiting Garibaldi’s patriotismelgot the Two Sicilies and
completed the unification of South Italy.

3. In the methods of unification, they were different.

Without strong military base, Cavour knew thatdhé/ way led to the success
of Italian unification was dependence on foreigh aBy joining the Crimean
War, he got friendship from Britain and actual h&lpm France, then Pied-
mont could gain Lombardy in the war with Austridowever, the withdrawal
of France made the process stop for a while. Taidd prove that Italian
unification really depended on foreign attitude amdl Cavour’s pursuit of
this pragmatic approach really contributed to thecess of unification a lot.
In German unification, however, Bismarck’s Blooddalon policy even
dominated the success of German unification. ‘Blaod Iron’ policy was to
isolate the enemies and then rage wars with théathout Bismarck’s isola-
tionist policy and the three wars, the German \datfon might not succeed. If
Austria and France were not defeated by war, thehNenmd South German
States would not turn to Prussian side and thecatidn could not be com-
pleted.

4. In the aspects of economic contribution, the rolefaCavour was much crucial
than that of Bismarck.

Cavour’s greatest achievement was in the moderaizatf Piedmont. He
gave a powerful lead to the developments of ingwstd trade in his state, and
linked it to the western system of free trade. @arad with Bismarck, he paid
more attention on economic rather than military powTlhe economic power
he created in Piedmont paved the way for the catcpfehe rest of Italy.
Bismarck, a Junker and losing in managing his ostateshad taken little
interest in industrial and commercial progress but by the time he rose to
power, economic unification of Germany which refiéetin the German Cus-
toms Union had already been accomplished and @estermany for political
unity. Bismarck owed much for his successes torttaerial force, although
economy had been developed rapidly under his inflee

5. Cavour and Bismarck had each built an empire, buthe former was less suc-
cessful.

Italy in 1861 and the following years did not acl@ehe degree of internal
cohesion as Germany did. Despite the fact thit ftad an united kingdom

and parliament at Turin in 1861, Cavour did pratlcnothing to weld the

divergent social and political forces into unitilis anti-clericalism and per-
secution of democratic republicans rather aggravtte internal dissension,
and thus, Italy was left torn by civil war and wesakened by the corruption of
the Piedmontese bureaucracy and the politicalbilgta

Neither did Bismarck make any serious concessiatetoocracy. However
his insistence on the absolute power of the mowyacohsolidated the social
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and political forces to work within the German Emepand hence ensured
internal unity.

lii. Unification of the southern Italy was the work cdu@aldi rather than Cavour.
Cavour died in 1861, when the Italian Empire wasfied but Venetia and
Rome were still excluded. Complete unification wealized when Austria
and France were defeated by Prussia, but not bguav

Iv. To Bismarck, however, he not only envisaged sewseab to eliminate the
threat of foreign enemies as to complete unificatnn1871, but also designed
an alliance system to ensured security of the Esmpir

6. In the first look,Bismarck seemed to be more fortunate than Cavoun that he
enjoyed greater independence of action which tHaamyi power of Prussia en-
sured him. Nonetheless Bismarck had to face faerfmmidable enemies than

Cavour, and each time he had to make sure thar@sy fought alone. Para-

doxically, both showed a distrust of the dominegrimilitarists who posed a

challenge to their political guidance.
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Examine the aims and means of Bismarck’s foreign policy between
1862 and 1871 and discuss the contribution of Bismarck to the
unification of Germany by 1871.

Born in 1815, Bismarck belonged to the Junkersclade had served in various
diplomatic posts before he was appointed Ministesient of Prussia in 1861. He
occupied this post for many years to come, doirgaigthings for Prussia and com-
pleting German unification by 1871. He was excli@ diplomatic matters. More
importantly he led the Germans accord to the comegs in searching for the road to
unification. In the following essay | would like tiscuss the aims and means of his
foreign policy between 1862 and 71, and how diccdetribute to the unification by
1871.

Bismarck’s primary concern was the national ids@f Prussia. He believed
that Prussian interests demanded first, her doromatf whole of northern Germany,
second, her leadership in the making of a newgdn@erman Empire, and third, the
expulsion of Austria from German affairs. In otkards, the pursuit of these Prussian
interests would at the same time lead to Germdiication, though on Prussian terms.

These aims necessarily brought Prussia into abnflith two major European
powers: Austria and France. Bismarck realizedltledtad to defeat Austria in order to
expel her from the German Confederation. Bismale# anderstood that a showdown
with France was inevitable because France wouldahoiv the creation of a strong
Germany in central Europe without a struggle.

Bismarck was a clever opportunist who took fulVatage of events as they
occurred to secure his aims. He played this rak lbecause he had a realistic insight
into the nature of European politics. Since he $awed as Prussian delegate to the
Diet of the German Confederation, and ambassado&.tPetersburg and Paris, he
acquired first-hand insight on the structure of @enfederation, the necessity of a
Russo-Prussian understanding, and the weaknesbkgpofeon Il of France.

Secondly, Bismarck displayed great diplomaticlskihis handling of foreign
affairs. Whenever he decided to go to war withelmemy, he tried his best to isolate her
and to secure allies on Prussian side. That waddce danger of fighting a combi-
nation and suffering defeat.

Thirdly, having isolated his opponent diplomatigaBismarck would rely on
the use of force to achieve his aims. In viewhaf hature of obstacles, force was the
only possibility. It could never be anticipateatiustria would be persuaded to give
up her role of leadership or consent to a unitedr@ay under Prussia. Compromise,
discussion, agreement on the subject was impossiblee wise, France would not
want a strong and unified Germany on her bordeallow the aggrandizement of
Prussia. Thus she could never be persuaded tptaoeacefully. The only way to
overcome those was therefore force. ‘Might is figias so often said, Bismarck’s
close association with Roon and Moltke caused bitndk to war and militarism.

As aresult of the clear aims and correct methib@sDanish War, Austrian War
as well as the French War were fought. With thegaf the three wars and Bismarck’s
diplomacy, a united Germany gradually came intadpein January 1871, in the Hall of
Mirrors at Versailles, the German Empire was priootal. The Prussian King, William
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I, became the German Kaiser while Bismarck was iapgd Imperial Chancellor.
Bismarck, in the process of unification, had madpartant contributions.

Firstly, he made Prussia the leader in the uniibobamovement. This was a
remarkable achievement when we recall that in IB®@sia was so humiliated by the
Treaty of Olumtz. By 1867, when the North Germamféderation was created, Aus-
tria was already completely excluded from Germdaiaf He realized the dream of
Little Germany.

Secondly, he directed his diplomatic skillfully &chieve German unification.
Since the German unity would affect the politiceérse of the European continent,
Bismarck had to deal with the other great poweestdpom Austria. He took advan-
tage of events that occurred to achieve his gddésalso isolated his opponents before
he took military actions. In his wars with Denma#lustria and France between 1864
and 1870, these countries practically had to fighir own battle without allies. Nei-
ther Britain nor Russia played active roles in éhesirs or neither side because of the
diplomatic maneuvers of Bismarck.

Thirdly, he took military actions to bring aboutification. Under his influence,
military reforms were carried out. Annual army ke#awvas increased, while intensive
military training raised the general standard dicefncy. Military budget was also
increased, while strategic railways were built aegv weapons and needle guns were
invented and manufactured. The Prussian armyavias tleveloped until it was strong
enough to defeat Austria. In fact, Prussian nmjifgower was to be the chief factor in
unifying Germany, for the Hapsburg Emperor would woluntarily surrender the
German supremacy. With the reformed army, howd¥erssia should be able to beat
Austria. Thus, Bismarck aimed to challenge Austnist for the leadership of the
German states. He fought three wars to achieven&@wer unity. Quite different from
Cavour of Italy, Bismarck needed not rely on foreigilitary assistance.

Finally, he created a German Empire which was dated by Prussia. For
instance, the Prussian king was the hereditary @erkaiser, controlling civil ad-
ministration through the Chancellor and the armmgulgh a military cabinet. Besides,
Prussia had 17 out of 58 votes in the Federal Gband she could therefore block any
unwelcome constitutional amendments.

In conclusion, Bismarck played an important rateunification. As A.J.P
Taylor commented, “Bismarck’s greatness lay nomiastering events, but in going
with events so as to seem to master them”. Gedtowrect methods and clear aims, he
successfully led the German to unification. Iroenparison with the great heroes at the
time such as Cavour and Garibaldi, his greatnessalsa inescapable. He was actually
the brain and sword of German unification.
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Explain the initial success and ultimate failure of the revolts which
broke out in 1848 German Confederation.

V.D. Majahan, “The 1848 Revolutions were produdilméralism and nationalism......
In Central Europe such as German Confederatiomast a drive for both liberal and
national targets.”

Reasons of initial success:

1. Busy of Austria in suppressing internal chaos:dpéerefer to the previous chapters
highlighting on the difficulties of the Austriana Buppression of revolutions in
various places such as Bohemia, Croatia, Hungealyan states as well as even
Vienna.)

2. The flight of Metternich and the success of FreRgvolution encouraged the
revolutionaries and discouraged the Austrians. éeith signified the suppres-
sion and reactions, his downfall gave endless opeevolutionaries to fight for
their future even courageous than before. On therdand, as France meant the
home of revolutions, the success there also arotmedational and liberal sen-
timent in German Confederation.

3. The quasi-liberal character of William IV resultedthe promise of summoning
the constituent Assembly.

Reasons of final failure

1. The rejection of Frederick William IV which disagpted many revolutionaries;
the King of Prussia was not liberal enough and rmopbrtant of all he submitted
to the dictates of Metternich. As Bismarck realféPrussian policy was made in
Vienna.”

2. The internal split of the revolutionaries over tissue on ways of unification
weakened the revolutionary forces, while the deanigin Little Germany angered
the Austrians.

3. Weakness of the revolutionaries:

i. The lack of military power of the Diet which mad powerless in facing the
suppression; The Diet had no real power

ii. and the lack of connection with the mass whitéde it less powerful and less
influential. Most German liberals and radicals evapper-middle-class intellec-
tuals, few in number and quite out of touch wit @erman people which was still
nearly three quarters rural. The revolution waygalaout on a carefully restricted
stage. On the one side the ruling princes, omther, the peasant masses cleared
the stage; but the peasants were disciplined caphsor the Prussian armies.
Taylor: “this divorce between the revolutionarieglahe people determined the
happening of 1848.”

4. The failure of revolutions in Austrian Empire ahe assistance from Russia. (why
Russia helped Austria in this case? Yourselves find out the answer! )
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Compare and contrast the movements for national unification in
Italy and Germany in the years 1815-1871, and their results. Of
what special importance was political leadership in each case?
How did Realpolitik apply in each instance?

The unification movements to create a united dtalkingdom and a united
German empire “occurred simultaneously” in 1871 amdasionally shared such
similar grounds for the unification as the legehd&15 Settlement and Napoleon, the
impacts of 1848 Revolutions, a strong leading stateell. Undeniably, it is also found
some differences in their economic strength andlggee of reliance on foreign help.
No matter how similar and different they were sitevident that both political leader-
ship and realpolitik played significant role in tteuse of unification.

Examining the unification work in Germany andytat was clear that both had
been greatly affected by the legend of 1815 Sesétidrand Napoleon. Firstly, Germany
and Italy was mapped by the Vienna Settlement @bMhich made them so scattered
with many independent states and the inclusioonrm@i§n elements such as the Austrian
domination in German Confederation and the grdatance of the kings of England,
Denmark and Holland in the Italian states. Negétitereated a sense of particularism
and provincialism in both states which was an albstéor unification movements.
Positively, however, as John Kohn suggested, tbe/‘inamework of 1815 Settlement
inspired Germany and lItaly a sense of resistanamsigforeign role and of achieving
national unity”.

Beside the Vienna Settlement the French aggresdsanprovoked the feeling
of nationality. The Napoleonic regime ‘infused nife’ into Italy and Germany with
democratic and nationalistic ideas not only byute but by its “constant inroads of the
French armies.” It helps explain the existencemimany nationalistic activities in the
German Confederation and the Italian states aB&bl1For instance, there were stu-
dents’ movements at Jena with an aim of attairteg‘gjreat goal of national unity” in
Germany after 1815 and the nationalistic movemerrganized by such secret societies
as Carbonari, Young Italy and National Societytatyl

The 1848 Revolution was of utter importance tdhlidermany and lItaly, for it
gave them “a deep sense of disillusionment” aboeiidealistic enthusiasm of revolu-
tionary days as well as an understanding of thessity of changing their respective
strategies leading unification. For Italy it wadié&eed that Austrian position was very
strong and “it was not impossible oust her withfoaeign help”. Foreign help was then
highly valued for the cause of unification. For @any the political leaders found that
the great question of the day would not be decidedpeeches and the resolutions of
majorities but, as David Thomson stated, by “blaad iron”.

Another similar feature was that both Italy andri@any were headed by a
strong leading state--Piedmont and Prussia. Asatref Cavour's progressive eco-
nomic reforms and continued insistence that Piedrabould remain a constitutional
monarchy, Piedmont won people’s confidence in lkeadérship. In Prussia the ad-
vanced economic progress starting from the estahbsit of Zollverein in 1820 asso-
ciated with the civil and military reorganizatioy Bismarck, Prussia had been the
strongest state economically, militarily and polilly among the German states. It was
Piedmont and Prussia assuming the political lehgete head the cause of unification
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by rallying the scattered forces to the goal otyiand devoting their energies and ef-
forts in the consolidation of domestic strengtlicce of external obstacles.

Apart form these similarities, it was known thattb Piedmont and Prussia did
not have any concrete and deliberate plan to duh&evhole nation. Though Cavour
and Bismarck contributed much to their respectinéication movements, their main
concern was but the interests of Piedmont and RruBeth movements “began with
scheme for partial, not total, unification”. Cavauas a nationalist whose aims were
enlarging Piedmont by unifying the northern paritaly and driving out the Austrians.
His promise to cede Nice and Savoy to France inFilamco-Piedmontese Alliance
provided an evidence of such objective. Bismaaska nationalist, also put the Prus-
sian interest in the top priority demanding the d@aton of the whole northern Ger-
many and exclusion of Austria from German affairs.

For all similarities they shared, they were dlifferent from each other with
reference to their economic strength and the degfresdiance on foreign help.

On the subject of economic strength, Prussia le&e Ibise to “hegemony over
Germany” as a result of the development of Zollwvesince 1820s. This not only in-
creased the economic strength of Prussia but Aeente over the other German State
as well because the web of connection with and &&twegions was widened and
thickened by the increasing co-operation. The e#purt of Prussian government was
raised in such a way that her economic sovereiggtyed as a strong base for her po-
litical and military sovereignty. For Italy, althgh Cavour’s policy of free trade and
public finance encouraged the growth of Piedmonesssmomy, her economic devel-
opment was slow compared with other western Euoopmtries. With different eco-
nomic strength which was the basis of backing amitforce, it is no wonder that
Piedmont’'s army was weak and accustomed to defdaite Prussia’s army was re-
nowned for its military spirit. Accordingly, Cavoliad been convinced that “without
foreign help, Piedmont’'s armed forces would standchance” in any war. While
Prussia did not heavily depend on foreign helghenwar affairs because of her strong
military force.

For the result of these two movements both accsimd the unification work
by the establishment of the Kingdom of Italy and @erman Empire in 1871. Yet, the
founding of these two nations differed from eadheotn nature: Italy became a liberal
and constitutional monarchy, while Germany was theradictatorial empire as the
victories in wars “confirmed most Germans the sigoity of their conservative mo-
nopoly over western democracy.”

The change of nation center, however, was andlifferent result of the uni-
fication movements. As Piedmont formed only abouoe-tenth of united Italy, the
national center of a united Italy shifted from Tutdo Rome after the unification. So
“Piedmont was absorbed in Italy”. For Prussia whHzimed about two-thirds of the
united Germany the center of the nation remaineBdrin after unification. It was
“Prussia which absorb the rest of Germany”.

The unity of Germany and Italy also produced ailaimmesult: the triumph of
nationalism at the expense of liberalism. “Manytdds in both countries accepted and
even welcomed the gifts of national independenae fthe hands of kings.” So liber-
alism suffered a lasting loss from the events G118

The significance of the rise of the two new nagiavas, however, by no means
confined to their own nations. Following the acplishment of the unification
movements, their success resulted in “the politieahaping of central Europe north
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and south of the Alps”. The emergence of these poaktered the whole balance of
power in Europe. The German unification was evémiang point in French history,
for the loss of Alsace-Lorraine signified the erfdceench hegemony in Continental
Europe and sowed the seeds of Franco-German hostilihe subsequent alliance
system which created by Bismarck to avoid Francenge, overseas expansion of Italy
and Germany to fulfill the national glory were thlé by-products of the two movements
and it well illustrated how they turned a new pagthe European history.

In these unification movements political leadegpspliayed momentous role of
taking the lead rallying the support and forcesa#ttered states and of consolidating
the nations’ power preparing the way for later wargjagement.

In Germany, without Prussia’s assumption of legloi@rand Bismarck’s devo-
tion on such internal programs as re-organizatibarmies, and on the unification
programs, a united Germany was hardly to be actie¥e a leader of German unifi-
cation, Bismarck had left no stones unturned techgenize, re-equip and enlarge the
army” no matter how great opposition arose fromgadiament which refused to vote
the proposals for tax raises. He realized the médestrengthening military force for
laying down a strong foundation for future war afan the cause of unification.
Recognizing the usefulness of “Blood and Iron” t&tgg, he deliberately planned the
wars with Denmark, Austria and France which noyqmbved the military strength of
Prussia but facilitating the process of unificatioHlis skillful manipulation of internal
consolidation work and his seizure of initiativeprovoking external war affairs all
showed his invaluable contribution. Thus the imace of political leadership taken
by Bismarck was revealed and obvious.

The importance of political leadership in Germanoyld also be witnessed by
the willingness of liberals and middle class tddw the political cause by giving their
support to the political leaders. Many Germans @sjig liberals believed that unity
could not be won by economic forces only, and thaty the middle class and liberals
came to think that it was their duty to throw irithlot with the military might of the
state and inclined to leave their nation’s fortunthe hands of professional politicians.

In the case of Italy, Piedmont alike Prussia gkyed a significant role of
gathering the scattered forces from the Italiatestand of strengthening nation’s
power by a series of intensive economic programB3i0s. In this respect, Cavour’s
contribution should not be overlooked. His work tbe promotion of economic de-
velopment, the alliance with France against AustribB859 and the action to take Papal
state checking Garibaldi’'s threat to Rome “succdadewinning most of the rest of
Italy for the Piedmont monarchy.” His work wasaaéxtended with the inspiration of
the nationality of other states like Parma, Moddnescany which were willing to join
Piedmont monarchy after the war against Austria869. So Cavour’s contributions
showed clearly the significance of political leatep.

Nonetheless, one should also notice that theabpmlitical leadership in the
Italian unification was not as active as that irr@&n unification. As aforementioned
Cavour’s main concern was to build up a northeng@om of Italy under the Piedmont
leadership. He didn’t cherish to unite the southmgarts of Italian states. It was later
Garibaldi’'s military expedition of Sicily and Nagleengineering Cavour to take the
action occupying Papal States for fearing that Romght be threatened by Garibaldi's
action. And it was Garibaldi who annexed the Naples Sicily and handed these states
to Victor Emmanuel Il. This showed the weaknesBiefimont assuming the political
leadership in the unification cause for Piedmoatiaies was not as powerful as that of

52



Alevel History Notes Paper1 Hong Kong Association of History Educators

Garibaldi to invade these two states. In this waselproduces a clear picture that the
union with Naples, Sicily was accidental which waainly contributed by national
patriot, such as Garibaldi, instead of politicaldership.

Besides, throughout the cause for Italian unifcgtthe heavy reliance on fa-
vorable international circumstances and foreigmstemsce again revealed the passive-
ness of political leadership. Restricted by thgesctive conditions that the Piedmont’s
army was too weak to fight a war, Italy had to i@hyforeign help and wait for favorable
circumstances in the three wars of 1859, 1866 a®d0.1 For instance, when
Franco-Prussian War started in 1870 Italy waitedtlie retreat of French troops in
Rome so that she could enter and occupy Rome witheuresistance of the French
armies. This was the revelation of the signifieatforeign help and favorable milieu
in the Italian movement, and in this case the jpaliteadership seemed to be important
in searching foreign support and grasping everymcaaiven by favorable condition
but not in taking the initiative to complete the nlw@f unification in Italy compara-
tively.

For both movements it was shown that realpolitit dpply in each case.
Realpolitik can be defined as a pragmatic and sealmeans to achieve the ultimate
goals. As John Kohn puts, it is a “step forwardhe realization of national goals in
Central Europe, no longer by popular revolutionsl amoralist propaganda but by
governments, war and diplomacy.” Both adopted wddik after the 1848 Revolutions.

With regards to the strategies applied in the Geromification, Bismarck did
use the realpolitik to achieve his goals. Firshiig adoption of the ‘blood and iron’
policy rather than the policy of parliamental dission showed the application of
realpolitik. Adopting war or force as a means¢hiave the goal was no longer ideal-
istic but more pragmatic to fulfill the objectivdsurthermore, his insistence on reor-
ganization and re-equipment of army did show haization of the importance of
military strength in achieving unification. Th&sussia no longer depended on par-
liament discussion but force to achieve unificataord this indicated the declining
importance of idealism in that contemporary Europe.

His skillful manipulation of the dispute betweeer@any and other countries
for giving the pretext of war was surely anotherdkof realpolitik. For instance, at-
tempting to test the military strength of “newlyganized” armies and create the pos-
sibility of trouble with Austria, Bismarck madeetlbest use of Schleswig-Holstein
succession question to make an alliance with AastThis was an important step
starting the unification movement for the statesmaa prepared way to wipe Austria
out of the German states by stirring conflicts dlibase two duchies with Austria.

Before engaging in each war, he would also keemther major powers out of
the action by his skillful diplomacy. This was bslsown in the Franco-Prussian War in
which Bismarck successfully isolated France byahptic means. For example, Italy
and Russia promised their neutrality in case ofagainst France for Italy was betrayed
by France in 1859 and Russia was defeated by Frakke Crimean War. For Austria,
as she was treated in a lenient way after the tefesustro-Prussian War in 1866 she
also gave the similar promise. All these revealed Bismarck’s skillful work of pre-
paring wars for unification. As David Thomson désed, he had “timed his action
with great insight and skill” and the German susdaghe three wars during the course
of unification proved the wistful application ofalpolitik.

In case of Italian unification, the applicationreglpolitik can also be revealed
by several ways. In the first place, the reliaondoreign help in the course of unifi-
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cation was a kind of realpolitik. The realizatiohRiedmont’s military weakness in
fighting war with great powers engineered Piednfording foreign help. Therefore
Cavour’s effort in securing the French promise upport Piedmont in a war against
Austria while annexing Savoy and Nice as a prideramce for her help was a practical
means to facilitate the unification. The result&aktro-Piedmont war with annexation
of Lombardy to Piedmont proved that such strategyacwork.

Again Cavour’s contribution on the internal congation by promoting several
economic programs for economic development aftdi81Bevolution was also prac-
tical and realistic. Concentrating efforts on intrdevelopment not only laid down a
good foundation for later war affairs but also edishe position of Piedmont to be the
political leadership among the Italian states bseanf the increased power. So the
movement was pragmatic in devoting the energy ¢@rnal consolidation and then
external war affairs rather than on revolutions.

Since Cavour believed that advantage had to lentek“whatever opportuni-
ties arise by chance and unforeseen”, his succesdon took immediate action to
capture Rome when France withdrew he troops froom&kéor war against Prussia
proved the acceptance and great probability oid@ia of realpolitik.

In short, these two movements was a landmarketiropean history for it not
only opened a leaf of live to the Italians and Gamrbut the all the people of Europe in
the 19th century. This was because the remarkabidts of the movements exposed
the feasibility of realpolitik and the incapabilitf idealism in ruling the nations. As
Mahajan correctly puts, both Bismarck and Cavourewisupreme practitioners of
realpolitik”, their success was to be explained enloy the profound and imaginative
understanding of immediate realities of internaigpolitics then by any alleged con-
trol over the long-term course of events. Sucltess gave an impetus to the European
powers changing their strategies by adopting moagrpatic means to achieve the
national goals. Since then the Powers expanded rtaébnal interests no longer by
congresses but by military force. Therefore theergmnce of extreme nationalism,
militarism, and colonial expansion in the laterfladl 19th century and even the early
20th century were all by-products of these unifa@aimovements.
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“Nationalism and liberalism went hand in hand.” Discuss the va-
lidity of this statement with reference to the German unification
movement in the 19" century. (draft)

In different stages the focus of the German uaifan varied. Nationalism and
liberalism were the main shaping forces in th& t@ntury, to a large extent, the
statement is valid because it is found that in m@mges, nationalism and liberalism
were stressed in the unification simultaneously.

Don’t confuse yourself first. Tell me what is theeaning of “went hand in
hand”- roughly, it should be understood as botksjlay an important role and crucial
at the same time in the unification movement. That means a stroegjrd for liberal
measures and national achievement always appetiteel same time.

Then the draft could be done as follows: (I yu#it give you a briefing about the
role of nationalism and liberalism in differentga, the rest is on yourself.)

1 1830 revolutions: liberalism rather than natiomalisvas stressed. The Young
Germany which stressed on national unity was npufaw in the meantime. In-
stead, most radicals regarded nationalism as amtlaséic and retrograde force.
Liberal measures or reforms were the main concktimeoGermans. For example,
influenced by the July Revolution of France, agiaiand revolution broke out in
some parts of Germany. The rulers of Saxony, Brigksand Hesse-Cassel were
forced to abdicate and constitutions were introdudeater, a constitution was also
granted to Hanover. Despite its failure, the gtedor liberalism was reflected
clearly both in its aims and the changes afterefelution.

2 1848 revolutions: both nationalism and liberalisenivhand in hand. The setting
up of the German Customs Union which meant economiitcation aroused na-
tional feeling among the Germans. National libemalwas the dominant political
posture of the 1840s, demanding for liberal couistih and for unification. This
could be reflected in both the desire and changagenby the revolutionaries in
1848 revolution. Indeed, as early as in 184 Pthussian king allowed 8 provincial
states to meet as a united estate. Though thelkbfailed to attain their objec-
tives, the sharp conflicts between the crown apcegiate helped weaken the basis
of Prussian absolutism. During the Civil War iniSsvin the late 1847, German
liberals even demanded the immediate summoning@érnan national parlia-
ment. Unrest of 2 German states brought unbellevaarm to the prestige of
monarchy in South Germany.

Similar to the 1830 revolution, shortly after tt@48 Revolution in France, the
Germans excited and were inspired. Frofi 62" March there were riots in
Berlin. Frederick William IV was forced to declahes willingness to ‘merge
Prussia into Germany’ and agreed to summon a GoestiAssembly. Freedom of
speech and press, and one nation citizenship weraiged. Smaller German
states also made concessions to the revolutioog/ars the end of March, about
5,000 leaders determined to establish democracyequdlity in Germany. They
met at Frankfurt and formed themselves a provisigogernment and called for a
national assembly. They were going to draw ugsttution for a united Germany.
The issue of methods of unification was discussegh s the Greater Germany
and Lesser Germany. This national assembly wasrgkynknown as the Frankfurt
Parliament. It was mainly a middle class body Wwtparticularly concerned with
the preparation of the federation of the Germaddarin March 1849, a constitu-
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tion was adopted and King Frederick William IV walected as the Emperor.
Despite the ultimate failure, nationalism and lddsm were both the targets of
revolutionaries. Clearly as it shown, nationalina liberalism went hand in hand
in this critical period.

3 post 1848 (1848-1870). Nationalism was the magudoof the national move-
ment. For example, Bismarck used the Blood and pralicy to complete unifi-
cation or Lesser Germany through the wars. Imtkantime, nationalism was the
slogan to get popular support. Prince ChristiaGloicksburg’s ambition to annex
Schleswig immediately met with nationalistic outdrpm the Bundestage of
Frankfurt on behalf of Germany. Why, they askédusd the German minority in
southern Schleswig be annexed to a foreign powet,permanently lost to the
German fatherland? The Bundestage decided to gat@nd this golden chance
was made use by the Iron Chancellor. In the DekMé&r, nationalism was used
to provoke war with Denmark and ally with Austria order to test the latter
strength. After the war, Bismarck also cleverlyedighe Schleswig-Holstein
Question to trap the Austrians. When the Gernrahkistein was badly treated by
the Austrians, nationalism was again used by Biskntr exert pressure on Aus-
tria. The Austro-Prussian War was later again utitkeslogan of nationalism.

4  After the Austro-Prussian War, Bismarck exposedatiéitions of Napoleon Ill in
the Rhinelands to communicate to the four indepensieuth German states. Na-
tionalism was aroused and caused the latter tavttinemselves into the arms of
Prussia. Secret treaties were arranged in whiagksikx guaranteed their territory
and they promised to put their armies under Prosssatrol in case of war. Bis-
marck also made use of the personal ambition obap 111, especially the desire
to get Luxemburg which had been a member of the&ca@dnan Confederation, to
rally the support of enraged German nationalistsiatensify ill-will between the
French and the Germans particularly those in the ftdependent South German
states. National humiliation and revenge on Frave®emerged again in the Ems
Telegram when German opinion rejoiced at the kirdgfance of unwarranted
claims.

5 Liberalism was discredited as according to Bismar&kmous words: “the major
guestion today should not be speech and majoutyblmod and iron.” Nonethe-
less, to regard the disappearance of liberal desfrach the political scene is one
misunderstanding. In the road to unification amdhie eyes of the Germans, lib-
eralism still had its place. For example, in 188Mew liberal party called the
Progressive Party was founded. It aimed at treb&shment of the Germany with
a centralized power in the Prussian hand, butillt dung to the 1848 liberal
principle of parliamentary control over adminisimat In the political crises which
followed, the mounting liberal opposition in thaiBsian parliament threatened the
existence of Bismarck’s ministry. It was to save Hohenzollern’s autocratic rule
and his own power that Bismarck resolved on thepalf undermining liberalism
by giving satisfaction to the popular demand fdrareal unity and coupling it with
intoxication of military glory. Hence, it broughtite war with Denmark in 1864.
Nonetheless, the Gastein settlement of 1865 didjuibe appease the liberals, for
in February 1866 a vote of censure on confidenamiimistry was passed by the
Prussian Diet indicating that autocratic rule migket overthrown. Once again,
Bismarck sought to put down political unrest at ledoy waging a war with Aus-
tria. In this wayjt was the liberal opposition at home that compelig him to
take up the cause of German unity
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1. Nonetheless, one must not refute that the roléefdlism declined. For the sake
of nationalism, liberalism was sometimes delibdyaiignored out of the reality.
For examples, when the lower house of the Parliaiw@ntinued to refuse to vote
the army budget, Bismarck solved this problem morghg the Parliament and
illegally collecting taxes to finance the militgsyogram to increase and reorganize
the Prussian army so that it was strong enoughriamny war it undertook. There
was a case for a larger military establishmeryufssia was to love up to her status
as a “great power” and to live down the diplomdticniliations of recent years.
Bismarck had no hesitation in violating the comsittn, for he despised liberalism
and parliamentary assemblies and believed in os##yice and duty. For four
years he continued to oppose the will of the lomaarse and the vast body of public
opinion which supported it. As a result he bec#imanost hated person in Prussia
but the struggle for national unification was maaessible. Clearly as it shown,
liberalism sometimes did not go hand in hand waianalism. In other words,
nationalism went hand in hand with real politicktead of liberalism.

1 (Inthe last place, in discussing the role of maism, you must clearly understand
that even Bismarck had betrayed nationalism inrs¢veays. Nonetheless, should
this be answered in this question? ) To a largergxit is valid because nationalism
always went hand in hand with liberalism. Optioffritst, the 1830 rev. + 1848 rev
+ 48-70 development to show that they always wantlhin hand. Then, used the
1830 rev. or 48-70 development to show that sonetigither liberalism or na-
tionalism was ignored. ) Option 2 (First, cleatigte that only 1848 rev and part of
1848-70 development showed the validity of theestent; then discuss how the
two forces went hand in hand in these periods|l§inpoint out that 1830 rev-
nationalism was not popular; while in 48-70 devebtept liberalism was some-
times ignored facing the reality.) Both optiong avithout great problem, the
possibility of scoring high marks actually depemasyour presentation skill- ar-
gumentative? informative? Good Luck.
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In what ways did the German unification under the leadership of
Prussia mark the end of the Concert of Europe?

Should the Concert of Europe mean the maintenahpeace among the Big
Powers, one might argue that it had been endedrhsas the outbreak of the Crimean
War. Nonetheless, should one view deeper and stashet that moral restraints in-
cluding compensation, negotiation and the balahg®wer were the main features of
the Concert of Europe which desired by Great PoweesGerman unification certainly
led to the final collapse of this old fashion. this aspect, it may say, to a large extent,
the German unification since 1848 under the Praodsgdership had marked the end of
the Concert of Europe.

The 1848 Revolution told the Germans, especialymarck, that speech and
majority could not solve the problems, insteady thelieved “Mighty is right” and used
force. From the Disraeli Report 1862, one couldtbat the German unification under
Prussian leadership was partly a result of theegfyaof Bismarck, who had a rough
plan for transforming Germany into a unified emsece he assumed the Chancel-
lorship of Prussia in that particular year. It vedso partly due to his ability to keep up
with the changing politics of Europe, and manipaildte situation to the advantage of
Germany. It was clear that Bismarck used poweitipg| which meant that he used
whatever means available to achieve his aim. Ha egstored to cheating and secret
alliances to implement the German unification. Tmaral restraints imposed by the
Concert of Europe on aggressive statesmen weremyel effective in the mid-19
century. Indeed, the Prussian success in uniff@@agnany with cunning politics and
wars proved to the world that militarism and poyelitics gained at the end of the day.
What had been achieved by concerted action throegfotiations between 1815-56
was then being achieved by military force and poweurope entered into a new stage
after 1871 when Prussia unified Germany that war.
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Discuss the significance of the 1848 Revolutions in Germany and
the Hapsburg Empire.

The 1848 Revolutions that took place in Germatayy,| Austria-Hungary came
to an end by August 1849, with the collapse ofHln@garian revolution and the fall of
Rome and Venice. In other places such as FranegtyiA and Germany, revolutions
had failed at the end of 1849 with the restoratbauthoritarian rule. However, if it
were seen in long-term perspective, the ultimaselteof the revolution would have
presented a different picture. A lesson from theesly collapse of the revolutionary
movements, plus the brutality displayed by theorest reactionary rule, helped the
Empire eventually with unification of both Germaauyd Italy by the nationalists. The
significance of the 1848 revolutions in Germany tredHapsburg Empire will be given
as follows.

The revolutions were essential nationalistic iure, popular insurrections
against foreign rule and against the dreary repregmlicy of Metternich. Liberalism
was also aimed at, as well as for social and ecanonanges. Nevertheless, although
constitutional changes were enforced by the reiaslaties, liberalism and democracy
were not so much emphasized as the need for nhtiortg and independence. This
was especially true for the Germans. After thiifaiof the insurrection, the Prussians
under Prince Von Bismarck used means of expulsidheoAustrians and the attach-
ment of national independence and unity rather doaustitutional methods. Thus, the
failure of the Frankfurt Assembly was importanptve the way for the rise of Prussia
as the major military power in Europe, and tookldaal in the unification of that nation
and the elimination of Austrian control and infleen Had the Frankfurt Assembly
achieved its purposes of giving life and substand@e national government, the his-
tory of Germany would have been built on the basmsnlightened democratic opinion
and would have been a guarantee of peace insktéadever the record of failure of the
Assembly and the internal dissension between thelsniclasses were well-established
in power due to the revolution, and the workingsletho challenged their monopoly of
power, plus the fact that the Prussian king, Fiekédilliam, not only refused the
crown offered to him by the parliament, but alsth¥veld his consent to the Frankfurt
constitution, thus sealing the fate of the Natioksgembly.
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“The revolutions in Germany between 1848 and 1850 were moti-
vated by liberalism and nationalism”. Elaborate this statement.

V.D. Majahan have commented that “The 1848 Reuaistwere product of
liberalism and nationalism.” Indeed, 1848 has Idegn dubbed as the ‘Year of
Revolutions’ in European history because in that yevolutions swept most European
countries, except Britain and Russia. In Germanf@iteration, revolts also broke out
shortly after the February Revolution in Francehe3e were motivated by the two
major shaping forces in modern times- nationalistd Bberalism, as the following
discussion will disclose.

In Prussia, shortly after the February RevolutioRrance, unrest took place in
Berlin in March 1848. To avoid civil war and toqgifg the Liberals’ discontent, King
Frederick William IV of Prussia agreed to form belial ministry and prepare a con-
stitution. He also declared himself in favor ofederal German state to replace the
German Confederation. Soon, he moved to Potsdambido his time for
counter-revolution.

The elected Constituent Assembly, in the procésisadting a constitution, fell
apart because of the split between the radical ddmaf the workers’ and peasants’
representatives and the moderate demands of tipenied classes.  Such division
facilitated the Prussian government to stage aesstal counter-revolution.
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